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k ſhould never have been trou- 
| bled: with the following Treatiſe on the 
_ Lawfulneſs of Defenſive War; had it not 

been for a late unſeaſonable Pamphlet, in- 

0 6 The: Dortrine of Chriſtianity; as held by the 
People ralled Quaters, vindirated, in Anſwer to Gii- 
bert Tennent's Sermon on the Lawfulneſs of War. 
This Divine having, at the Requeſt of —— Sen- 


tlemen engaged in the Aſſociation for e lately 
enter d into for ſecuring the ———— 4 
threatening Invaſion, inted a Sermon which he had 
preached upon the Lawfulneſs| of Defenſive War, 


this Pamphlet was DEE and publiſhed i in Anſwer 
to it: And that it might have the more uni 
fluence over the Province; was order d to be 
away gratis. In this Performance the Author has 
undertaken to prove, by fair and candid Interpreta- 
tions of Scripture (as he tells us in the third Page) 
the very Reverſe of what the Sermon had proved. 
How well he hath ſucceeded, the Reader will ſee in 
the Peruſal of the ſecond Part of this Treatiſe. 


| Bad ay mage ma hc: undertaken” with ng other | 
2 to defeat generous Under . 
1 75 worthy } d net 6 pen bare e N 
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other View init but the general Good) by raiſing Scru- 
ples in Peoples Minds about the Lawfulneſs of what 
they were about to engage in. This was done at fo 
unſeaſonable a Time, when every Body (but the Au- 
thor and his Friends) was fully convinced, that there 
was an extraordinary Call for falling upon ſome Mea- 
ſures for our Security, that it gave no ſmall Alarm to 
every Wellwiſher to his Country; inſomuch that ma- 
ny did not ftick to ſay, it looked more like the 
Performance of One who was engaged in a foreign 
Intereſt, than of a true and loyal Engliſb Subject. 
— WHEREFORE, as a Teſtimony of my Re- 
gard for the Good of human Society in general, of 
my Duty to my King and Cy in particular, 
and of true Benevolence for all my Fellow Subjects; 
L have ſuffered myſelf to be prevailed upon by ſome 
true Patriots, and Lovers c their Country, to in- 
derpoſe ! in the Behalf of that Doctrine, which, if 
once given up, the Eugliſb Dominions, as well as 
thoſe of all other Chriſtian States, would ſoon be- 
come a Scene of Slavery and Oppreſſion. This I 
1 have done in the following Treatiſe, which I pray 
Li. God may be an Antidote againſt that pernicious and 
„„ undleſs P inciple this Vindicator endeavours to 
L. 
N this Work I have clearly RR the 1 
hath of Defenſive War under the Old Teſtament ; 
thence e deduced, as an undeniable Con- 
Sanne that 3 it is therefore. t unlawful under the 


roſec 7 1 vof the 3 have ene 
s | I have ſtated this Queſtion, vix. 
Whether ee y Caſe it be lawful for 0 riſtians t 
make War where the Goſpel? Women 
[i 2. I have taken the mare Side of. the 0 . 
1 ion; and for the Reſolution thereof, L have proved, 
- both from: nt wrd and Rey ** — 


174 . : f 25 9 25 Er 


wal HAVE made it appear bench! is 2 plain 
Reſolution) that as there is nee in Chri ö 
that can amount to a Law prohibiting Defenſive War 
under the Goſpel; therefore it cannot be unlawful for 
Chriſtians, under that Diſpenſation, to defend them- 
ſelves againſt a W e * All this is contain'd 
in the firſt Part. 

IN the ſecond Part, 1 e all the Pa 
W_ in the foreſaid Pamphlet, that ſeem to affect 
the g. neral Doctrine I had eſtabliſned in the firſt: 

ich I deſire the Reader may peruſe with Atten- 
tion. But there are two Paſſages eſpecially, which, 
tho* Thaye inſiſted upon pretty largely in the Trea- 
tiſe, Vet, for the ce Hluftration . Doctrine 
advanced in the Examination of them, I muſt beg 
Leave to add ſomething here, in\order to prevent 
Miſtakes.” The firſt is, where I examine what the 
V. advances againſt the Law and Light of Nature, 
The ſecond is, where I examine his Obſerva | 
cerning Mens acting moral Matters according ta 
their Anh WO, ene, IEA 

THAT chere is an * Thin 5 kay Ham 
Nature exiſting in the Univerſe, 1 have. briefly 
proved in the cone Part; and that notwi 
the Fall of Adam, Mankind were ca le of e . 
ing the main Principles of the Law of Nature, and the 
neceſſary Duties ine: t upon them by Virtue of 
this Law. Now, for the farther: Illuſtration of this 
curious Point, and preventing Miſtakes, let me add, 

If WHEN I y there are natural effential 

ences in the Natures of from whence 
reſults a Fitneſs and Unfimneſs in Ations to certain 
Ends 3 1 don't maintain that theſe Differences. are 
any 'Thing abſtracted from the WII of God, this 
. | . — . — To ; 


AN here we ought to diſtinguiſn c 
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deved 4 as g from the Things e 0, antece⸗ 
dent to the Will of God, or from his Will conſtitu - 
ting them ſuch, tho before m—_ were in their * 
tures perfectly indifferent... 

"A DEAL may be faid for both aheſs Opinions b; 
but I incline to ng latter, as as being math agreeable to 


3 
5 


holy Scripture.--:-And tho* we place the Spring and 


Fountain of the Law of Nature in the Divine Will, 
which: is free in the moſt unlimited Senſe 3 it will 
not follow from hence, that the Law of Nature may 


therefore be. changed by God, or the contrary. be 


commanded ; becauſe be has created Man (who is 
the Subject of this Law) a Being not poſlibly to be 
preſerv'd without the Obſeryation of it. Now 


this being the Cafe, we cannot with any Colour of 


Reaſon ſuppoſe that God will either alter or reverſe 
the Law of Nature, ſo long as he brings no Change on 
human Nature itſelf ; and fo long as the Actions en- 


zoin' d by this Law do by a natural Conſequence pro- 


mote the Good of Society, in which is contain'd all 
the temporal Happineſs of Mankind, while the con- 


yy Actions do by as ſtrong a Nerceſſity deſtroy that 


That is, fo long a Beneficence, Kind- 


neſs, good Faith, Juſtice, Gratitude, and the like 


POO ſhall have a Power of en and 

winning on Mens Minds, and ve vers. 
AND therefore ſuppoſing human Nature and 
human Affairs to be fix d and conſtant, the I. w.of 
Nature, tho” it owed its original Inſtitution to the 
free: Pleaſure of God remains firm and immutable. 


3 the Law af Nature as it reſpects Gad himſelf, 
who is the Author of it, and as it reſpects Men, 
who are the Subjects thereof. For tho e o 
Impiety to aſſert that the Law of Nature contains any 
"ang $3.8: repugnant to the divine. Holineſs and 
Juſtice z yet we are certain, tt God: {does many 
ons, , Were we t9.do, would be ts 


* 


3 


tlie Co 
the Natures of Virtue and Vice, without altering” 
the Conſtitution of human Nature.” Now from this 
Obſervation, tis e HY to anſwe | 
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the preceptive Law' of Nature 


and | ec Comimind' of God, who is the 
Lord and Diſpoſer of all Things, and hath a ler 
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fees” may 


99355 cannot 1 7 — 


mean, that he Sind alter the Nelatonb of” Things 


egard to ſuch Duties as neceſſarily reſult from” 


With 
itution of human Nature. He cannot a 


which ſome gi Bee of Gl . g 
of Nature; a8 WA he Sen. Ti -aclites to 
deſtroy ' ſoins Nations utterly, and to ſpoil others of” 
their Foſſeſſions. Here wasonly an Alteration made 
in the Prop erties of Tür 8, but the Ob "of 
wa not hereby 2 
ſolved. Murder would have been an write E. | 
Al {till ;'/bur that which was done by the immediate” 


Right over his Creatures, than am) 25 can Have 


” overandther,, would have been 
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ern Eyil fl ; Boe es ahi 


would, have b | 


Yo ng ried,” and the Obe 
fange e Alcon 
gait, . ſay that the general and "moſt ne 
e fer Rs f the Lau ol . Nature ae discover“ 


I doit: maintain that ciel gerieral Pigs 
ate 2 of inp ited,” as Tt were, in Mens 
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[Naim fleet and Sherlock, who 
a ap Loo Opinion; yet, what I take to 
c 1 hope I ſhall always prefer before. 
ence to any human Authority, When 
May _ ©, that the Law of Nature is the 


tate of right Reaſon, my Mooring en hat 
| inang is endued with ſach, . ee 
ö Cs . of human Na- 
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15 AW. 75 Ns and. thoſs, which : are of the. 

K Uſe in common Life; an r 
d ſocial State of 


5 1 e e, the en pas f 
. e Tide. of Re: on; oe 
ay. fee numbericks, Th tar 


flove, 


1 lake chem, as ſoon a8 any Matter 
b 25 Perle of. SITY is attended, 
hem! Nes; and yett Mabe 

b through, 15 6 BN many other 


foe” and that w chr we PEER ifire dh 
natural to Men, is, Hike the unjuſt Man, 5 
acting in any Affair that does nowiſe affect | 
Intereſt, Judges exactly according to the Roles er 
Juſtice; and vicious Perſons, * every Sort, have 
Juſt Sentiments of Things, Where they do not ſuffer” 
themſelves to be prepoſlcfied by Paſſion. But there 
1 9 Cauſe of wrong Judgment beſides theſe ; 
2. Precipitation and Prepoſſſſion, equally hurtful 
5 Society With the other. A Man oftentimes be- 
comes tenaciouſly” fond of falſe or doubtful Frinci- 
ples, taken up without Examfnation or Reflection; 
and then tis no Wonder if he finds himſelf unable 
to reconcile theſe with the 1 ruth = or to 
draw from them Juſt and regu 
How few do we find, v 96 Ti Etch © as think 
ver calling 5 veſtion certain Pi inciples which they 
| have earl ,. eſpecially if they Toe wem au- 
thorized 19 0 he Opinions of thoſe whom they — 


or Place Where they have been bred ? Hence we 
even Men of Parts, when puſhed'on by Party Ani- 
moſities, ſtrenuouſly endeavpuring to find out, not 
what is moſt conformable to the invariable Natz 5 
of en ht Reaſon and Equity (the very Exiſtence of 
whic' y have tlie A 9 to deu) but only ++ 
what to flint Bike molt proper to juſtify the fana-. 
tical Notions their Party hat Wn raced. But tho” 
fone Perſons,  thro' Tndolence, may poſſibly r - 
have. thought of one or 'two Pretepts 3; "or thro” 
| Raſhneſs and Precipitation, ay have fram'd wrong 
Opinions of acting g; or by aN ru; 
— — . — Habits, a Have calle 
Rules of As ion contrary 8, narura 
yet | As 2 more proves, ih In 
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"Man 75 has put out his Eyes, cannot diſcern any * 
Difference in olours; 3 therefore others cannot i 
do fo, who have not put out their Eyes. For 
theſe univerſal Edicts are ſo clearly publiſhed and 
plain*d, and ſo cloſely. interwoven with our very 
Being, chat no Man, with the Uſe of Reaſon, can be 
incapable. of apprehending and diſcerning them; 
ſince to this End nothing more is required, than an 
ordinary Portion of natural Light, provided that the 
Mind be not vitiated and obſtructed by ſome Diſtem - 
per. 
; 8. IN thy Eng of what the 2 hath ad- 
vanc'd. concerning People's acting in moral Duties 
according to their Convictions, I pe at Thatt ta 
make Men's Faith or 504 the Rule of moral . 
Duties, ſeems to be a prepoſterous Way of argu 
as affecting the great ! ME rm of 1 IF 
| ucing very dangerous, yet neceſſary Conſequen- 
vai the Further lle bo nof $12, let pam 
| "Tix rue, Caluiſt allow, that tis a Sin for a Man to 
act aga Judgment, even ſuppoſing his Judg- 
ment to be falſe; Bur then they 17 diſtinguiſh” 
between an Error 1 in "Theory, and an Error in Prac- 
tice. A Man errs in the Th 17 5 when he fancies a 
Thing to be commanded, which is really forbidden, 
or leſt indifferent, 7. e. neither commanded nor forbid. 
den, and vice vera, But he. etrs in the Practice. 
ien ſomethin interyenes in the Exerciſe of AQtions, 


is the former Kink of Error do1 > ot Rs their Im- 5 
E to an Agent; becauſe he is ſuppoſed not to 
57 e 2 Diligence in comparing his 

wade rang mor be 8805 him 9 55 in at: a 
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hat has the 9 1 8 of 3 0 they are t to- 


Sue heir Actions: Ane i e u 


What it will as to Certain A 1 


hings Good or vil, and therefore 
ve ſhall be for, eyer obig d to 3s Hine Actions, and 
forbear others, whatever our Perſtiaſion be, þec: 
we cannot alter the Nature of Good and For if 
the 97 72 Goodneſs or Badneſs of 9258 80 Were ok 5 
meaſur'd b Men's Opinions, en Duty and' Sin 
woutd be 11 moſt 18 Fhings in the World ; 
and what is Good or Evil to Day, would be the con- 
ry To-morrow as any Man's Opinion alters:, But 


fa Conſequences are intolerable.” And therefore 


tho*a Man be convinc'd that ſuch a Practice is fortid- 
Ke he may be guilty of Sin, and dann d for it too, 


* 


be 1 © oi 1 


Wk (65 


{t 0 all Sor 5 e 
they cannot in Oonſcience 
wh tending t their Count 

1 20 755 Ons. 1 nſwe Eo = 

rat neceflary ence e eign 
my, be be Tel "orbidden by Chrift, then they: IE 
not tobe blam'd : For their Nele ng to join in fſüch 
a Practice is, in this Caſt undoubredly their Duty, | 
even tho” 5 7 ould be ruin d without it. 


8 


But then the Point we ſtand Upon is this: That what 
che ſupream Magiſtrate (nai e Cod 
they are bound to. obey, in Thi 9 1 Fal de wy 


IN, . HSomnan 


EY PRE > FACE. n 


Spelz commutidd, bock nicht hora! i aw,” ana 


in the Golpel, to obey. Magiſtrates ; and their falſe 


Perſuaſion will never juſtify their Breach of an expreſs 


Command of God. So that if God's Law commands 


me to obey the Magiſtrate in all Things lawful,” my 
_ falſe Perſuaſion that what the Magiſtrate commands 
me is unlawful, will not ac quit he from Sin before 


_ God, it I do diſobey him. To confirm this Reaſon- 


let me aſkthe following veſtion. © 
"WHEN St. Paul thought himſelf bound in Duty | 
to perſecute Chriſtians, = his Perſecution ſinful or 
no? Yes ſurely, for he calls himſelf the greateſt of 
Sinners for that very Reaſon, 1 T. i. 13. 15, And 
therefore a Man's thinking a Thing to be Jaw 


will not acquit him before God for doing that Thing, - 
if it be againſt God's Law (as Perſecution for Conſci- | 
ence in religious. Speculations undoubtedly is.), Nor 


will a Man's thinking a Thing to be tear - acquut 


him before God for mitt that Thing, if by ſo do- 


ing he violate a plain Law of Godin Sehe Caſe. 


Again, ſuppoſe a Roman Catholick, Who believes 


Popery to be the only true R eligion, does in Obedi- 


ence to it worſhip Images and the Hoſt. This Per- 


ſon would certainly abhor theſe Practices did he think 


them to be idolatrous, but he belieyes them to be ne- 


 ceſſary Duties. And het I preſume this/. will charge | 


Roman Catholicks with Idslarry, tho” they diſclaim 


it, and profeſs they do no more than their Duty, 


when they givediyine Worſhip to ſuch Objects. And 
Indeed they are certainly charged rightly in this; for 


- if it be really Idolatry by God's Word to do ſo, then 


it will be Idolatry in any Man to do ſo, let his Per- 
ſuaſion be what it will. For a Man's falſe Perſuaſion 
| doth not alter the Nature of Thy 
bs alike in the Matter before us. For Diſobedience to 
the higher Powers is as properly a Sm, as worſhip- 


ing a Creature is Idolatry; ud b bs much Trat. 
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. RY as kin _ as Aae who thinks it his Duty to : 
worſhip a Creature. A Man's Miſtake, . according : 
to the greater or leſſer Culpability of it, will more or 
leſs excuſe him before God in both Inſtances, , but it 
1 change the Nature either of Diſobedience or 
ary... | 
NO\ WW to apply this to the Caſe W Confidera- 
tion, That Protection is due from the Magiſtrate to 
the Subject, and that the Subject is bound to obey 
the Magiſtrate in all his lawful Commands, is undeni- 
ably evident, both from the moral Law and the Goſ- 
'S But that the Goſpel forbids a neceſſary Self-de- 
nce againſt a foreign Enemy, can at moſt be but 
Ie; the firlt is an undeniable Truth queſtioned - 
by none; whereas the laſt is but a probable Opinion, 
"heheved by few. Here then is a Caſe where there is 
a plain Competition between two Duties; the one is 
Obedience to a doubtful Precept of Chriſt, the other 


the Subject. 
NOW this Caſe i is eafily determined, for when 4 
Man doubts only on one Side (which is the Caſe here) 
it is more reaſonable (if all other Conſiderations be e- 
qual) to chuſe that Side which he hath no Doubt of. 
But then (which I deſire may be attentively conſider d) 
if there be other Circumſtances to overbalance that 
3 of Uncertainty (which is plainly the 
Caſe with the V. and his Friends) it will be more rea- 
ſonable to chuſe that Side which I did before doubt of. 
Nay, it is my Duty ſo to do. For if I doubt, I doby 
"doubting own that I cannot certainly tell whether the 
Action be lawful or unlawful; and ſurely then the 
Weight of preſſing Conſiderations (which in this Caſe 
are not wanting) ſuch as the Preſervation of my Coun- 
try from Ruin, Obedience and Subjection to my Su- 
periors, and the like, ought to turn the Ballance; 
otherwiſe I cannot t anſwer to God and the World jr 


'is Obedience, to an indiſputable Law of God, viz. 
Protection from the Magifrare and Obedience from | 


The 'REGACE Cw 


.the Conſequences that may enſue. Thusfor Inſtances 
If I have the ſole legiſlative Power of Goyernment in 
my Hands, at a Juncture when the Peo 6 mn are threat- 
ned with a foreign Invaſion; I'm oblig d, by Virtue 
_ of a former Obligation, notwithſtanding 17 oubt as 
to the Lawfulneſs of bearing Arms, to make a legal 


Fg Proviſion for the publick Security. And then as to 


the Caſe of Subjects, who are under an indifpenſible 
Obligation, 5 by the moral Law and the Precepts 
of the Goſpel, to obey Magiſtrates in all their lawful 
Commands, and which Obligation on are fully con- 
vinc'd of too without any Doubt ;, and ſince (as I 
ſaid before) the Unlawfulneſs of bearing Arms 1 in a 
neceſſary Self· defence can never be undeniably prov « 
from Scripture, and muſt therefore be à doubtful . 
Caſe: Their Duty, in Obedience to their Magiſtrate's 
Command, is heartily to join in the Defence of the 
Publick, againſt a lawlek, if orcign Invader, whenever 
there ſhall be Occaſion for their Aſſiſtance. Becauſe, 
as in all doubtful Caſes, the ſafeſt Side is to be choſen ; 
ſo *tis certain, it is Aer for them, in this Caſe, to 
obey than diſobey. There is a plain Law of God 
"tht commands them to obey the Magiſtrate in all 
lawful Things; and if his Sure be unlawful, the 


\ wy Hazard they run is, of tranſgreſſing ſome Pre- 


ept Lok which they were not certain: But in a doubt- 
1 Caſe, it is very uncertain whether the Law of Gd 
forbid the Thing or no, and if the Command be law- 
ful, then in diſobeying they run the Hazard of tranſ- 
greſſing a plain Law which they cannot but know, 
1 which 1s of the greateſt; Importance to the Pub- 
*T1S true (as I have obſerv'din the Treatiſe) St 
Paul ſaith, he that doubteth is damn'd if he eat, be- 
cauſe he eateth not of F aith, for whatſoever is not of 
Faith is Sin, Rom. xiv. 23. But pray let it be con- 
ſidered, that there is a vaſt Difference between this 
* and that of thoſe 1 e a. 85 
e 
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Nan St. Pail Peaks of, "wi 
eating, and ſinned in chufing 

- Hazard of ing as 

fence to weak 


commands the Subject 5 afſift in defendin ting thei their 
Country, ' they are not at Liberty. "Tn. the | 
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rethren.) TC Ol the Ma 


Caſe the Man might forbear e any Dan 2 


but in the 


latter Cale there is greater Danger in 


, than in acting, and therefore he Won o 


akt in the 


latter Caſe,” tho? it might be Sin to act in 


the former. 


_ AS to my Method of an 
on the afore 
make for myfelf, that 1 had no other View in ay 


ning this {Rinks 
d Sermon, 1 have this Apology to 


1 gI have there faid, but to vindicate T rürh, and 
Error. If have Lic ſome Things chat ma ay 


7 to bet 


0 for his abuleg is 


Adverſary, and impo e World 9 5 ſpe- 


Clous Pretence of aa tor the Truth, 1 ho 


| the 


Reader will be reconcil'd, when I affire him, that 
it was neither from any rule in Favour of the 


Author of the Sermon (to whom I am fo far a 


Stranger, 


4 Word with him) nor from any perſonal Prejudice 


that to my Knowledge I never e: ,” 


the V. or any of his Friends. But upon find- 
ing a Principle, ſo heceffüry to the Support of civil 
Society (as a neceſſary. Self- defence againſt" a pen 


Enemy is) attack*d by 4 Hea 
were Arg 8 'contriv*d on Þ 


found and pe 


fute, 1 th 


PEE, what. was not in his Feser d con- 
ought it my Duty to lay then our in their 


true Colours, that ef Wold may ſee wherein their 


' boaſted Strengft 
5 of chis "AT Ti 


h hes. ee 28 1 of nee boaſted 


r y ON Of 
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Touchſtone of right Arguing) I will own all I have - 8 : 


aid againſt him to be groundieſs. 


I SHOULD not have made 10 free wh this 2 
v pon any other Point of Controverſy we could poſſibly 
have hit upon. But this being a Point offuchvaſtConſe- 
uence to the whole Chriſtian World; the abuſive Me- 
ths he has made Uſe of in treating of 1 it, cannot in 
my Opinion be too ſmartly reprehended. 0 
AND it ſeems not unneceſſary for the Good of FE. 


the Publick, that he ſhould be coll ſo; that the next 


Time he hasa Mind to publiſh a Vindication of this 
Doctrine, he may chuiſs: a mote ſeaſonable Opportu- 


nity, than when we are alarm'd with a foreign Inva- 
| fion.” Had not this been the Caſe, I do affure him, 
| I ſhould have emplo 155 my Time much better, chan 
in an Examination o - 


his Vindicafion-.... „ 

AND as to his Friends, I know many ol them to 8 
be Men of too much good Senſe to give into his 
ſenſeleſs Sentiments on this Point. And as to thoſe 


Who do, if they think I have done him any Wrong, 


I cannot hope- 1 0 ſhould ſpare me. | Only I beg 
Leave. to. give this friendly Caution to whomſoever 
ſhall be appointed to anſwer this Piece (if they ſhall 


f think it worth anſwering) that they would = aſide | 


that mean Triek of dealing in general evaſive An- 
equivocal. Nenn in ſuch a Manner 
as to make them look two direct contrary Ways, 


together with ſome dark out- of. the way Expreſſions 


in their own Language, Which have not ſo much as - 

the Face of an Argument, only that they may have 
it to ſay, there is an Anſwer to fuch a Book. _ And 
if any one concern'd really for Truth, ſhall under- | 
take he Confutation of what I have here advanc d 


» ſincerely promiſe him, either to recant my Mi- 


ſtake, upon fair Conviction, or uſe my belt Endea- 
vours to anſwer his Difficulties. | 


IHE Cauſe in Debate between us is FED great | 


onlequence 3 it concerns We. * Chriſtian 
„%%ö;õ „ 


8 that will bear the Teſt of 8 login 1 


xv 7% REFA. 
World in general, and this unhappy Province 1 
particular.” That any Evidence in the Propoſal or 
Defence of it, can be ſufficient to conquer the Ob- 
ſtinacy and Prejudices of a great many among us, I 
have not the Vanity to imagine. But this I think I 
may juſtly demand of every Reader, that ſince 


there are great and viſible Falſhoods on one Side or 


other, he would impartially examine on which Side 
they lie; and upon that J will venture the Cauſe in 
any Readers Judgment, who will but lay aſide all 
Prejudice and Partiality, and come with a ſincere 
Reſolution to embrace what, upon. the greateſt E- 
vidence appears to be the Truth: And as for him 
that will not do that, I cate not much cither what he 
lays or-: thinks, | 
AS tothe'Goo neſs of the Perforrdans; I can ſay 
| bu little in its Favour. But if I have not ſucceed- 
ed lin it according to my Wiſhes, I may plead that 
it was drawn tip under a bad State of Health; amidſt 
a Variety of Interruptions, and a Famine both of 
Men and Books. This will in ſome Sort excuſe the 
Author, tho? it may detract from the Performance. 
 ISHALL. make no other Apblogy for becoming 
an Author, than that it was partly to gratify the Im- 
portunity of my Friends; and partly to ſatisfy every 
Man who has ai ſihcere Affection for his Country, 
that it is not only lawful for him, but laudable and 
K. to exert Km in its Defence, whenever he 
a lawful Call thereto. 

As to whatever Cenſufes the Criticks may paſh 
upon my Performance, this ſhall give me no Manner 
of Concerii ; becauſe as Vermin are led by Inſtinct 
to the beſt Fruits, ſo {faith a learned Writer) theſe 
Kind of Inſects ſwarm about the beſt Writers; fo 
that ſhould they vouchſafe to allow me a Place a- 
mon theſe, os would do me an Honour, which I 
f have not the Vanity to think I deſerve. _ 


THAVE no more W add, ur that V. ſtands 
for Vindicator, perch "A 
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On the Lawpvrnes of | 


0 ET beſt e apt to is 
_ abuſed, fo the Abuſe of them 


take to be the Caſe with relation to the Point now to 
be debated. _ 


2 / For tho” Self. preſervation be 2 noble Principle, 
ingrafted in our Nature by the all-wiſe Author of our 
Being, for the Security of our Lives, and the Preſer- 
vation of the Species; yet wicked Mendooften abuſe 


it to very ill Purpoſes. Whenever their Prejudices, 
Paſſions, or Intereſt, prompt them to Fall © foul on 
their innocent bours, they always pretend that 
it is, ſomehoyf or other, in Conſequence of the great 
Law of Self · preſervation. WF 

Hexen it comes to paſs, that Ge of che nobleſt,” 


and moſt uſeful Principles in Nature, and fo neceſ- 


ſary for the Good of the whole Animal C 


reation, 
3 the World could 58 ſublilt wirhout it, is per- 


vyerted 
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produces very ill Conſequences. There 
1s no Principle ſo good, nor Practice ſo 
J beneficial, but what may. be perverted to an ill Uſe, 
by the Wickedneſs or F olly of Men. And this 1 


5 
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verted and abus d to the almoſt Deſtruction of it 
Depopulating Nations, laying waſte the fineſt Coun- 
tries, and making Men more like Furies than ratio- 
nal Creatures, is the Effect of this Abuſe. 

Bur it doth not follow, that becauſe the 2001 
Principle from whence Self defence doth proceed 
may be abus' d to very Unchriſtian- like Purpoſes, 


chat therefore a neceſſary Self. defence is to be laid a- 


fide as unlawful ; or that tis inconſiſtent with the 
Goſpel to make Uſe of it, when Self-preſervation 
neceſſarily requires it; becauſe there is no Reaſon 
to argue from the Abuſe of a Thing, to the De- 
ſtruction of it. 


IxToLEKAaBLE Evils have: happened to States 


e ingdoms from their Magiſtrates; muſt Ma- 


giſtracy therefore be aboliſhed ? Bigots and Enthu- 
fiaſts. have deduc'd a Multitude of wicked and per- 
nicious Tenets, from perverted and miſtaken Paſſa- 
ges of Scripture ; muſt therefore the Holy 8 0 
Ares: be aid aſide ? By no Means. 5 
F Self- defence, in Conſequence of the great Law 
if elf. preſervation, be a Duty in itſelf, it is not 
therefore to be given up, becauſe ill Men are apt to 
abuſe it; but only to be regulated according to the 
Laws of Nature and Revelation, and never under- ; 
| men but upon juſt Grounds. 5 
AN b becauſe there afe a gteat many among us 
Its ſeem to have fallen into a dangerous Miſtake on 
this Subj ect (and who of us are free from Error?) 
ſo as t6 A all War under the Goſpel ; and 
put ſuch Conſtructions on certain Paſſages of Scrip- 
205 as they think ſufficiently ſupport their Opini- 
J look Nw it to be my Duty, eſpecially at 
this Time, - when we are threatened with a foreign 
_ Invaſion, to N my beſt Endeavours to ſet this 
Controverſy in its true Light: Not ſo much with 
4 View to convince Gainſayers, as to ſatisfy the 
$ of thoſe good Men AS us, who "__ 
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| ling to join in Defence of their Country, by ſhewing ' - 
them that their Undertaking is not: only lawful, but 


glorious : And that ſo far as they act generouſ · 


ly, and with à publick Spirit, and not in Purſuance 
only of private Views, they merit the grateful Ac- 
knowledgments of every honeſt Man among us, 

that has any Regard for the publick Good, inſtead 


of Reproaches and ſcurrilous Reflections. | 
Now in Order to this, I will, with the KP" 
5 Candour and Impartiality, ſtate ad reſolve the fol- 


lowing Queſtion, viz. Whether, in any Caſe, it be 


lawful for Sanne to make War under the Gof- | 


a 


1 by the Terms, Lawful W ax.----—By 
War, here, therefore, I would be underſtood to 
mean no other Sort, than what is undertaken by 


lawful Authority; and that no other Grounds, 


than to defend Mens Lives and Liberties from the 


violent Attempts of a foreign Enemy, when. this 
cannot he honourably done without it.—-For altho? 


Bur to prevent Miſtakes; I will explain: hat I 


1 
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there may be other Grounds of War, not altogether oO 


unjuſt, yet as my Deſign; in this Treatiſe, is 2 1 
to ſatisfy the Minds of thoſe engag d in our own De- 


| fence, at preſent,” who may, perhaps, be in ſome 


Doubt about the Lawfulneſs, even of this Sort f 
War, I ſhall take but Harke e u of chem, in mo 


Courſe of this Debate. 
TRE next Term e 2 ct An 1 In 


Order to which, let it be 3 that a Thing | 
may be ſaid to be lawful, either when done, becauk 
enjoin'd and commanded by a Law, or when there 


is no expreſs, poſitive Law, againſt the doing of it, 


For an expreſs, poſitiye Command, is not peceſſa- 
Ty to make a Thing lawful ;. but 2 Nom-prohibition | 
by a, Law, is ſufficient for that. For it being the 
4 Nature of Laws, to bound up Mens Rights; what _ 
K pot forbidden by wy Law, is REY es d ta 
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be let ww Mes Power ſtill to do it. 5 in this 
Senſe of the Word, I maintain Defenſive War, un- 
der the Goſpel, to be lawful.” For which Purpoſe, 
It will be neceſſary to prove, in the firſt Place, that 

ſuch a War as I now plead for, was conſonant or 
e to the Law of Nature, and not fepugnant 


| fo any expreſs Law of God under the old Teſtament: 


By the Law of Nature, I mean the Dictate of right 
| Reaſon, ſhewing the moral Good or Eyil of bh 
Action, by the Repugnancy or Congruity it hath to 
rational Nature itſelf; and conſequently that ſuch an 
Action is "agreeable or diſagreeable to the Will of 
God, who is the very Author of Nature 
Tux State of the Caſe, therefore, is plainly this ; 
A Defenſive War, undertaken by lawful Authority; 
with no' other View but t6 ee the innocent Lives 
and Liberties of the whole Community, when this 
cannot be done by go other Means, was ever con- 
ſonant to the Law of Nature, and repugnant to no 
poſitive Law of God, under the Old Teſtament; 
and therefore it cannot be unlawful under the N ew, 
unleſs an expreſs poſitive Law of Chriſt can be pro- 
duc' d, nes wh all Sorts of War under the Goſ- 
pel. And if it be prov'd, that ſuch a War is not 
unlawful, it will be enough for my Purpoſe ; for if 
it be not unlawful, it will be 'no Violation of any 
Law, and conſequently can be no Sin. 
__ - T $naLL now proceed to prove in the firſt Place, 
That Defenſive War was conſonan r 
the Law of Nature, and not reptignant to any ex- 
preſs Law of God d e the Old Teſtament: And 
this I ſhall do, by Arguments drawn, both from 
Reaſon and Revelation. Whence it will evidently 
follow, as a Reſolution of the Queſtion, that it is 
_ lawful, in ſome Caſes, for Chriſtians to make War 
under the Goſpel ; becauſe. what was once lawful, 
* A of the Law . maſt pong 
255 0 
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(the Grounds and Reaſons continuing . 
less made otherwiſe by a poſitive Law o 


' And, Fin, That Defenſive War Was conſonapt 
to the Law of Nature, and not repugnant to any! e- 


preſs Law of God, under the Old Teſt 
. from the following Arguments : 


. TnakRE are fome Things to which can Man 5 


(ar leaſt before the Caſe is altered by voluntary Com- 
pact) has fuch a natural and immediate Relation, 


1 5 he only, of all Mankind, can juſtly call them 
his ; ſuch as his Life, his Limbs, his Liberty, Se. 


Hence it follows, that no other Man can have a 

Right to begin an Attempt upon this Man's Life, 
u his Happineſs, becauſe 

he is ſuppos d to be in a State intirely independent, 


or in any Manner to diftu 


. that other to have no Right of N over 


Bur, Secondly, | Tho? no Man can have 4 Right 


ro begin to hurt” another, yet every Man has a 
Right to defend himſelf, and his, againſt Violence, 
jeu offered (always ſuppoſing the Caſe not to be 
altered by voluntary Compact 
a Man who is become a Member of Society, has, in 


all Caſes, a Right to fad himſelf. againſt eyen - 

lawleſs Violence, for ' Reaſons that are 8 almoſt 

to every Body; and far leſs to defend himſelf a- 
lawful Violence, when he has incurred it, by 


. violating 1 the Laws of the Community to which he 
belongs. I fay then (excepting this Caſe) every 


Man, and conſequent] y .cvery independent Society - 


of, Men, have a Right to defend t emſelyes, - - and 
What is theirs, ' againſt lawleſs Violence 


ever denies 2 Man (thus cxcuinſtanc'd) this Privi- 


lege, . aſſerts, *ontrary to Truth, either that he hath 


not the F aculties Powers which he has, « or that 
his Maker has given them to him in vain; for to what 


End has he them, if he may not uſe them? And how 
7 he * them, if not * own mo PST: 


, 


+ 4 
* 
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) for I do not fay that 


Now who-: 


mY 


"9H. - T TREAT ISE on Ks pla 


hen he is attack'd, and in Danger of being th 
ſtroy d? At this Rate, what becomes of the univer- 
"Al Wee Principle of Self- preſervation, implant-⸗ 


dd by the Author of Nature in the whole Animal 


Creation, which ſerves for no Purpoſe that we know 
of, but to preſerve Individuals, by prompting them 
to provide for, and defend themſelves? 
Third), To deny Men a Ri ight to defend Hin 
/ ſelves againſt Violence and N muſt be inconſiſtent 
with the Laws of human Nature, becauſe inconſiſtent 
With the general Good of Mankind; for whatever is 
| Inconſiſtent with the general Peace and Welfare of 
Mankind, is inconſiſtent with the L of human . 
Nature, and therefore wrong. 
5 Fourth, Ir a Man has no Right ta defend him- 
ſelf, he can have no Right to any Thing; but 'tis 
allowed on all Hands, that every Man has ſuch a 
natural Right to his Life, his Limbs, his Libe 
 &c. that he only, of all Mankind: can juſtly call 64h : 
his: If therefore a Man has a Right, he may juſtly 
maintain that Right, It implies a great Abſurdity 
then, to deny a Man a Right to defend himſelf a- 
gainſt lawleſs Violence; becauſe it is laying contra- 
ry to what of gr by all, that the 
2 Right to aſſault the other, and uſurp what is his. 
And more than that, to begin the Violence, being in 
Nature more than to _ It, e who begins, 18 the 


py : true Caufe of all that follows, and whatever falls upon. 


him by the fition made from the defending 
. 1 e of his own Act, or it is 55 
Violence of which he is the Author, reflected back 
upon Himſelf. If then he who begins to violate the 
Ife and Happineſs of another, evidently does what 
is wrong, he who endeavours to put a Stop to that 
Violence, does i n that Reſpect what is right Fg by the 
| N 4 ers. | 
1 Fifthly, Ir every Man, "FIR all SRV com- 
4 has ſuch a "POE i his "I his Limbs, * his 
; Liberty 


3 
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gereſſor has 
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"Liberty, Ec. that he only of all Mankind can juſtly 
2 chem his; he certainly acts agreeable to Right in 
uſing them as his; but that Man who oppoſes him 

in this, and conſequently lays a claim to that OR 
's not his, acts contrary to Right. | 
Ix fine? As every Man is oblig'd to confule his 
on Happineſs, there can be no Doubt, but that he 
not only may, but even ought to defend i it ; becauſe 
as I am oblig*d to purſue IHappmels, I'm oblig d, at 
the ſame time, to recede 28 far as I'can from its 
"Contrary, , | 
I oN. in fo Going, I ought not to a8 taſhly, or 
do more than the End propos d requires; I ought 
to uſe all prudent Methods to ſtop the Violence; 
but when all other Meaſures prove ineffectual, er 
impracticable, T muſt take ſuch other as I can, and 
oppoſe Force to Force; otherwiſe I will fail i in my 
| uy to myſelf, * and coy” Ke ommna to be "what s 


Moe to e ths Reaſoning to Sockets letit -be 
obſerv'd, that the Condition of an incorporated na- 
tional Society or Kingdom, ſeems to be much the 
ſame with a ſingle Ferſon, as conſider'd exiſtin 
5 where there is no Benefit of Law to be had; 5 
What one Man may juſtly do to another in that Po- 
ſition, may be done by one Nation or politick Body, 
with Reſpect to another. If one Man therefore may 
in ſuch a Poſition have a Riglit to defend himſelf, 
which that he hath, is evident from the Nature and 
Reaſon of Things; then a Number of Men muſt - 
have an equal Right at leaſt," if not a greater; for 
there is more Reaſon that a Number of innocent Men 
| ſhould be ſaved, than only one of that Number, and 
therefore that 2 Number ſhould defend themſelves, 
than that one ſhould, And if this may be done by 
every ſingle Perſon in a State of Nature, before the 
Caſe is alte&r*d by voluntary Com it may be 
. ſocial 8 58 h confederated = 
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among ea becauſe. with he to. SE 
Nations they are ſtill in that State, fo far as they haye 
1 not limited 1 by Leagues and Alliances. 
Ufo the whole therefore, mutual Defence being 
one great End of civil Society, if not the greateſt, 
it muſt in a particular and eminent Manner, involve 
in it Defence againſt foreign Enemies: And there- 
fore, as I ſaid before, whoever from a Principle off 
Generoſity and Love to his Country, and not in Pur- 
ſuance of private Views, ſignalizes himſelf in its 
Defence when there is Occaſion for it, does what is 
-agreeable to the eternal Law of Truth and Right, 
and juſtly deſerves the grateful Acknowledgments | 
of every Sd Subjett, and Lover of his King and 


Country. 

No theſe Truths, as they are built upon the in- 
diſputable Principles of right Reaſon, and in a Man- 
ner ſelf-evident, ill I think, readily be granted by 

6 all ten of ſound Judgment, without _ a EE: 
1 0 proceed t charetace, in ; the. „ 
2d. Pl. Ack, to prove from Revelation, that Deb. 
(fr War was conſonant to the Law of Nature under 
e Old Teſtament, whence it will appear at the ſame 
Time, that it was not FOIA 0 ee La 
'of God under that Diſpenſation, 

Na that War commenc'd upon juſt he. 
was conſonant to the Law of Nature, 55 not repug- 
-nant to the reveal*d Will of God under the Old Fa 
0 ment, will appear from the following Inſtances, . 

Wx find, Gen, xiv. that the Almig ty, by his high 
: Prieſt Melchi ſedect, did approve of a War made by 
his Servant Abrabem upon the four Kings; who in 
1 Fans Sodom, had taken Lot and his Family 
- Captives, who was Abraham's Brother's Son, = 
as it were, a Part of his own Family. The Text 
ſays, Melchiſedeck bleſſed Abraham, and ſaid, Bleſſed 
be Abrabam. 1 the * bigh God Poſſe Aer 1 * 
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4 Earth: v. 20. Aud ble ed be ile moſt high Gad, 


566 bath deliver'd thine Enemies into thine; Hand. 


Now here was a War made by this eminent Servant 
of God, without any ſpecial Commiſſion from the 


| Almighty for it; but he was excited thereto by the 


meer Law of Nature; reſuming upon that Principle 


. Nature, that to reſiſt, andrecompence lawleſs 1 


juries, Was not dif pleaſing to the God of Nature. 
Whoſo ſheddeth Mar s Blood, by Man ſball ; his Blood 
be ſhed, ſeems to have been deeply engraven'in Mens 
Hearts from the Beginning; which made Cain, after 


eee, K-. n sg . e. Every one thas IO 
n 
A by the Ifaclites upon the 


Seven Nations, I ſhall 1 omit any Conſideration 
of it here, as having no Relation to this Argument: 
In this Caſe they were not excited by the Law of Na- 


ture, but acted by Virtue of an expreſs Command of 


God. This Action therefore comes intirely within 


- wn Verge of the judicial Law, which being og. 


ſince expir*d, is therefore quite out of this 


"Thoſe Actions therefore that were lawful for the ewe: 


may not be drawn into Example by us Chriſtians, be- 


| _—_ The Reaſon of them ceas d when their Law ex- 
pir' d. I ſay there were many Things lawful for the 


News as a Body Politick, under a I heocratical Go- 
the Goſpel, becauſe the Reaſon of thoſe Things do. 
hot deſcend to Chriſtians. * But all thoſe Tachices 
among the Jews, which Are founded upon common 

Equity, of which Number was that of Defenſive War, 
may lawfully be practis'd by Chriſtians, not by Virtue 
of their having been practi ſed by them, but by Virtue 


of common Principles of Equity founded in the Law 
; of Nature, and diſcoverable by « our rational Faculties. 


Bur ſuch a War as was: on by 


good Men, 


ä without any expreſs C Conan of God, and yet 


nifeſtly e . 
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been undert upon ſuch Principles, a5 were 
not repugnant to his Nature, elſe he would never 
have 2 d of it; and what could thoſe be but 
| inciples of the Lawof Nature, which were 
| written in their Hearts 3 ſince they west novel 
of moral Practice at that une by Reyelation ? 
' 2. In the 15th of Exodus, we find, that a War 
was commenc'd by the Tiraetites under the Com- 
_ nee of Moſes and Foſhua againſt the Amalekites, 
who had oppoſed them in their Paſſage towards the 
sd Land; which, tho' it was not command- 
ie to be done, yet being, done, had the divine Ap- 
robation, v . 14. which certainly would not have 
"if it had been repugnant to the Law of Nature. 
3. AnD.Deut. xx; we find God himſelf preſcri- 
bing certain general Rules, or ſtanding Ordinances, 
how his own — ſhould make War; which is 4 
ſufficient Teſtimony that War might ſometimes be 
juſt, tho“ Men have no ſpecial Cammiſſion from 
God. to make this or that War. 
Fon there Moſes makes a manifeſt Difference 1 
tween the Caſe of the Seven Nations, and the Caſe 
of other People, as appears from the ĩoth and 13th 
Verſes: For other People they might receive to Mercy, 
| but they were to cut off the ſeven Nations e 
No what. I would: obſerve from hence, is 
That ſeeing the Almighty did not preſeribe for 8 
ticular Cauſes they might make a juſt, War, how | 
could the Tfreclites judge of thoſe Caufes, or diſco- 
ver when the Grounds of ſuch a War were juſt, but 
by the Law of Nature? Of this Nature, was that 
1 Fephthub with the Ammonites ;, and that of King 
David, for the Abuſe dne to his Ambaſſadors 3 
1 and, as ſome think, that of Sampſon againſt the 
| _Philiftines, And forasmuch as thoſe Wars, which 


.- .chey. carried on without any ſpecial Command, as 
to the Objects and Circ cumſtan es of them, were ap- 
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Law of Nature; becauſe he can appro 
done by his Creatures, that is not agr 
to that, or to his expreſs Command: 50 

App to this the univerſal Conſent of all Nations: 
* Anditi is, at leaſt, highly probable; that what all 
© Nations in the World unahimouſly agree in, is a 
© Dictate of the Law of Nature For if the Effect 
be univerſal, the Cauſe muſt be ſo too. But of 
< ſo univerſal a Perſuaſion as the Lawfulneſs of De- 

« fenſive War, no other probable Cauſe can be af 
* fign'd, than that it is a Dictate of that 
Law, that is a$ univerſal as Nature itſelf: Hence 
we commonly ſay; and I think with a great 
© deal of Reaſon, that whatſoever all Nations da 

grant, muſt needs be the Voice ef Nature: 


© What appears the fame to all Men, muſt undoubt- 


_ © edly be true. „And thoꝰ there may be a few that 
diſbelieve the Juſtice of Defenſive War; yet that 
doth not invalidate the Force of this Argument: 
forasmuch as there is ho general Rule without Ex- 
ceptions. When I ſay, That muſt be a Dictate of 
Nature, that is acknowledged by all; I mean, all 
who have ſound Judgments: But if it appear others _ 
wiſe to Men of diſtemper'd and perverſe Minds, 
who. have been corrupted thro' an evil Education, 
imparted to them by Men of viſionary, enthuſiaſtick | 
Tempers, it doth not in the leaſt weaken the Au- 
thority of the Law of Nature, no more than it will 
po Honey not to be ſweet, becauſe a diſtemper 4 
Palate cannot perceive it. From all which, I h 
it evidently appears, to Men of ſound and unpreju- 
dic'd Minds, that Defenſive War was lawful under 
the Old Teſtament Diſpenſation. We ſee it was 


commenc'd and carried on by good Men, without = 


any expreſs Command of God authorizing them 3 
and therefore they muſt have been prompted to it 


by the Law of Nature, 'as as they had no Syſtem nw 


9 Revelation 5 and the Practice . 


10 . 


5 


- Dd: a cannot that 1 ee Thing — con- 
trary ec would never hn ſhown his Ap- 
probation 8 
'+ Havin therefore r Sv chat Defen- 
ive War was lawful under the Ha Teſtament,” it 
evidently follows as a Reſolution of the Queſtion to 
be diſcuſs'd, that it is lawful for Chriſtians 1 in ſome 
Caſes, to mike War under the New, becauſe what 
was once lawful by Virtue of the Law of Nature, 
muſt for ever be ſo (the Grounds and Reaſons conti- 

nuing the ſame) unleſs made otherwiſe by a poſitive 
"Jane of God. It being the Nature of Laws to bound 


up Men's Rights, what is not expreſly. forbidden in 


the Goſpel, which was agreeeble to the Will of God 

under the Law, by Virwe of the Law of Nature, 
that muſt be lawful for Chriſtians to practiſe ſtill (the 
Grounds and Reaſons of ſuch a Practice continuing 
the ſame.) My Meaning is this; Defenſive War being 
neceſſary under the Old Teſtament for the Preſerva- 

tion of civil Society, was ad em practis d by good 
Men; but Defenſiwe War being as neceſſary under 


the Goſpel for the like Purpoſe, may be lawfully prac- 


tis d now, as well as then; unleſs it can be made ap- 
that the Author of the Goſpel has made an 


pear 
8 el poſitive Law againſt all War whatſoever. 


Axp here I might reſt the Cauſe, without giving 
myſelf any further Trouble; becauſe as my Oppo- 
nents, if they will ſupport their Argument, mult 
hold the Affirmative, viz. That there is ſuch a Law 
in the New Teſtament (which I deny). tis indiſpen- 
ſibly incumbent upon them to prove it. For by the 
ſtricteſt Laws of Reaſoning, he that maintains the 
Negative, of a Queſtion, may perſiſt to ny the 
Affirmative, . IL Suck eee Aff t ſhall 
prove what he affirms, wt he 

WInORVvER therefore mall rm, chat Chriſt hath 
by . forbidden all Defenſive War — . 


7 - 
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the New Teſtament, ought by all Means to prove 


it; it being a Matter of ſuch vaſtImportanceto human 


Society either Way. For if he hath not, how will 
they anſwer for it who act as if he had? And if 


he fab; how will they anſwer for it who act as if he 


had not? To aſſert ſuch, a Thing therefore without 
3 and in Conſequence thereof, to act as if it 
ov*d, certainly merits a ſevere Reprehenſion. 


For i hive be ſuch a "Laws in the New Teſtament, 


it muſt be an eaſy Matter for theſe Men to produce 


it, which if they do, and can prove that our Savi- 


our intended it as ſuch, I think every true Chriſtian 
is bound to thank them for the Diſcovery, and never 
to appear in Arms any more. But if they fail in this, 


as Em confident they will, they are bound in Duty, 


not only to acknowledge their Fault, in condem- 


ning Men for a Practice ſo neceſſary for the Protec- 
tion of civil Societies, when they can ſhew no Law 
they tranſgreſs thereby, but to lay aſide their 


groundleſs Prejudices themſelves, that ſo they may 
be able to anſwer one of the greateſt Ends for which 


| 2 entered into Soy wer . Mutual Defence a- 


Injuries. 


Pg erer in the Nugze und un t e 


| Hhi'whole he enn World) who une in the Pubdiive- 
of Self-defence againſt lawleſs Violence, call upon 


them to produce any "Paſſage or Paſſages in the 
New Teſtament, which will amount to a Law my 
a o Defenſive War in all Caſes without Except 

: I fay, which will amount to a Law fora any 
the that comes ſhort of this, will not ſerve ch Turn | 


| becauſe, as I have already prov'd, ſome Wars having 


been lawful under the Old 


the Law of Nature, and the Win Abe a 


nothing: can make all War unlawful under the Gol 
pel, but an ae! Law enacted by the Author of 
the Goſpel prohibiting it; for an expreſs poſitive 
8 23 * oblerved-aboye, is not to 
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make a Thing hwful under the Goſpel, which Was 
always agreeable to the Dictates of = Law: of Na- 
ture; it is ſufficient for t 1 ir chere be no Law made 5 
it. pon? 

Bur that I. may not be Ab . 
Force of what they have to offer from the New 
Teſtament, in e to what I have advanc' d, 
J will W  eagzph to . of the 
princi exts, upon which they lay the greateſt 
— Proof 2 the Unlawfulneſs of bearing 
Arms. The Firſt is written in the 33d Verſe of the 
5th. Chapter of St. Matthew ; the Words are theſe, 
But T ſay unto you, that ye reſiſt not Evil. The Se- 
cond is in the 44th Verſe of the ſame Chapter, in 
theſe Words ; . 17 Jo unto, you, Love ee * 

| mies, . | 
Now granting hat theſe Words will amount to 
an evangelical Precept or Law, prohibiting ſome 
Things, which the Jes, thro the corrupt Gloſſes 
of the Scribes and Phariſees, look'd upon as indif- 
ferent Actions, tho? really contrary to the Law of 
Nature; ſuch as Revenge, Impatience under Afﬀ- 
flictions, returning Injuries, and the like; which, in 
certain Circumſtanees, have ever Savoy and ever 
will be Evil: Yet we can find no Colour of Reaſon 
to allow, that they amount to a Precept or Law 
prohibiting Chriſtian States to defend themſelves or 
gainſt the lawleſs Violence of a foreign Enemy; 
that the great evangelical Lawgiver had any . | 
_ tention they ſhould,, for theſe Reaſons:—— : 
I,. Bxcavst-in delivering (theſe Words, he doth 
not addreſs his Diſcourſe to the Magiſtrate, who a- 
lone hath a Right to declare War, but to the Per- 
| fon injured. A Man may without any Breach of 
the = of Nature, for ſome valuable Ends, remit | 
ſomewhat of his own private Right; but the Ma- 
giſtrate who ſuſtains a publick Character, and is in⸗ 


truſted with the Care of a whole: Comm uni 
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90 ooh! King . the! Riki: of his is Subjects; e A 
manifeſt Violation of this Law. SME 
2. Wurkfk the Law of Nature doth, . a- 


uy Thing by Way of Duty, as flowing from the 


Principles of it, which we take to be the: Caſe with 
relation to Self-defence- againſt / a: foreign Enemy; 
there no poſitive Law can be ſuppos'd to take off 


the Obligation of it. For the Things commanded 


by the Law of Nature being juſt and righteous. in 


themſelves, there can be no obligatory Law made at 


gainſt ſuch Things: A Man may be as well bound 
not to be a Man, as not to act according to Princi⸗ 


ples of Reaſon. For the Law of Nature is nothin 


but the Dictate of right e diſcovering the 
Good or Evil of particular Actions, from their 
Conformity or Repugnancy to the Nature and Rea- 
ſon of Things. WW hatever - poſitive Law is then 
made directly infringing and violating natural Princi- 
ples; is thereby of no Force at all ; rt that Which 
hath no Obligation in itſelf, cannot diſſolve a former 
Gene e e h 

Ts àa Dictate of 155 Law 2 Nati 5 Men | 
mould enter into Society by mutual Compacts, in 
order the better to preſerve eee in their natu- 
ral Rights and Privilcges oo ſuch e as are 2 8 
ber foythat Edd, 3 10 

Now the greateſt Rights of Men are "ie" 10 Rae 


Pty: Nature itſelf; and therefore, as no Law binds 


againſt! the Reaſon of it, ſo neither can it againſt 
the common End of Laws. Therefore, i a poſi- 
tive Law ſhould: be made, that Men ſhould: not 
protect and defend themſelves againſt lawleſs Vio-! 
lence, it cannot bind, being againſt the main End of 


vs, Which is, that every civil Society be protected 
and Preſerved; which, in many. Caſes, cannbt be 
done, wander oF e Ae e 5 d ; 


FE wy : 
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chat is to defend ther elves from uijuſt Vi c * 


lence. 
Ap therefore we e W. Self. as a- 


4 gainſt lawleſs Violence, being a Dictate of the Law of 
Nature; no poſitive Law can be made to diſannul 


our Obligation to it, and conſequently that our Sa- 
viour did not wmignd. by theſe F nod to PORN * 
in all Caſes. 0 


Warden binds- Chrif ans. as an vanivers 


* IE 
3 15 ſtanding Law, muſt be clearly revealed as ſuch, 
and laid down in Scripture in ſuch evident Terms, 
as all who have their Senſes exerciſed therein, may 


diſcern it to have been the Will of Chriſt that it 
ſhould perpetually oblige all Chriſtians. And thu 
1s. neceſfary more eſpecially in eſtabliſhing. a new 
Law, in order to prohibit a Practice which had been 
Hwful before. If therefore our Saviour had intend- 
ed theſe Words as a ſtanding, univerſal Law, binding 
all Chriſtians in no Caſe to take Arms in their own 
Defence againſt lawleſs Violence, he would un 
doubtedly hes declar'd himſelf in ſuch diſtinct 
Terms, and in ſuch a plain Dreſs of Words, as 
ſhould have been liable to no Miſapprehenſion; it 
being highly neceſſary in ſuch a, Caſe, where the 


Mlatter of the Law was fo e and ſo new. 


1. Taz Jews, as well as all other Nations, had ben 
bred in the full Conviction of the Lawfulneſs of Self- 


9 unjuſt Violence, it having been practiſed 


all along from the Beginning of the World to t 


| A If out Saviour therefore had intended by an 


poſitive Law to —_— under the Goſpel, 
he Soak undoubtedly have-expreſs'd himſelf in fo 
plain and intelligible a Manner: as every Man of 
ſound Judgment might have readily, underſtood: 
As, {Bide Mas frow henceforth take. up, Arms. to d- 
„ e any Caſe whatſoever ;/,or in Words ag 

1 50 to be underſtood. This I ſay was abſolutely | 


in * a new Law of fuck. ni 


1 
| 


2 7 x 
ly | 

{ 

n * 

— 


„ 


for a Father to reſiſt the Violence of an unnatural 


Poa ROS d 85 
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Conſecquence; eſpecially when we conſider that thi: 
Words were addreſs'd to the Jett, who could not 


conceive nor imagine but that they were obliged by 
the judicial Law of Moſes, ſo long as their ee 
Wealth ſhould ſtand. | 


Bur this I apprehend 461 bey far fem the Cas 
with! the Words in Queſtion ; For in order, 


5 with any Colour of Reafon, to make them amount 


to a Law prohibiting Self- defence in all Caſes, they 
muſt neceſfarily be underſtood without any. Reſtricti- 
on or Limitation; but if they muſt be underſtood 


without” any Reſtriction or Limitation, . they will 


prove more than my Opponents want them td 


prove, vis. That we mult reſiſt neither, moral nor 
natural Evil! At this Rate, it will be unlawful to 
1 80 a Robber of Cut- Throat; . it will be unlawful 


or the moſt virtuous: Matron to reſiſt a Ràviſher ; 


Child; or for a Maſter to reſiſt the violent Inſults 


of undutiful Servants: Nay, it will be unlawful to 


As; 


reſiſt even the Devil and the ſtrongeſt Temptation 
to Sin, contrary to the whole Tenor of the Goſpel. 


It will Iikewiſe be unlawful to reſiſt natural Evil, : 


ſuch as a raging Conflagration, an overflowing In 
undation, a mad Dog, er any wild Beaſt; that is tea. 


3 - 6 Virtue of this Precept, if ta- 
an unlimite Senſe, it will be untawfal for, 
ace to puniſh. Malefactors with 


TRE 


Sword in'vatn,” pray Pogo: Terror 10 Ef de- 
ors, vor 2 Pratt 16 ther that de well, 5 
, Wrtanrons:T cone, thay ouy Javieue never | 


intended by theſe Werds, Rf not Ful, to. bind 


\ 


A ENTS never to take up Arms in; 


Caſe whuever ; Hire 
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than lis intended thereby to bind them never to reſiſt 
either moral or natural Evil, or to bind the Chriſti- 
an Magiſtrate never to puniſh. the Crimes *: * &- 
vil Subjects. 

Tous we ſee * improper theſe Words: are fo 
prove the Point in Queſtion > For if they be taken 
1n an unlimited Senſe; they will prove a great deal 
too much; and if we take them in a limited Senſe, 


| they will not come up to the End deſign'd, via. Fo 


prove the Unlawfulneſs of Defenſive War in al Ca- 


| flea,” 4 h t wi | 


Ax as op thoſe Words o v. 44th; & Our E. 
emies, &c. neither will theſe prove any ſuch Law 
as is. here demanded ; becauſe the Term, Enemies, 


being applicable either to priyate or publick Ene- 


mies, we cannot be certain which our Saviour meant; 
whether he meant only thoſe who may be at Enmity 
with us in the Society where we live, or foreign E- 


nemies, to whom we ſtand in no other Relation than 
as we are Men; or laſtly, Whether he meant all 


Sorts of Enemies, whether foreign or domeſtick. 
What Reaſon any Man hath to underſtand the 
Words in either the ſecond or third Senſe, I cannot 


conceive; but that they ought to be underſtood in 


the firſt, ſeerns evident from 1 that the Hebrew 


= 


ms to > love. 4 N Regis » whom. they un- 


| derſtood Jens and their Proſel es: But thoſe Laws 


which forbad them to do Hurt, reach'd even to 
thoſe uncircumciſed Strangers that liv'd among 
them, as appears from Lev. xix. 18. Thou ſhalt love 


I Neighbour as thyſelf. And v. 34. The Stranger 


that ſojourneth with you, ball be as one Home- born a- 


mong you, and thou ſalt love him as thyſeh If 5 3 155 45 
deere Strangers in the Land US mz 


Ye have heard, ſaith our Saviour, that a 5arb 


= ha T, Thou nad love 14 N We and hate thine 


Enemy. 


DEFENSIVE WAR. 19. 


Bee Hlate thine Enemy was a falſe Gloſs, added 
by the Scribes and Phariſees; for theſe Words are 
not to be found in the Law of Moſes, This Law, 
I ſay, commanded the Jets to love their Neigh- 
| bours, uncircumciſed Strangers among them, ho 
well as thoſe of their own Nation. wo 
Now what I would obſerve from hun is his” 
That notwithſtanding this Precept of loving their 
Neighbours, the eleven Tribes did juſtly - make 
War againſt the Tribe of Benjamin, for a moſt bar- 
barous Piece of Villany committed by them, of which 

| we read, Judges xix. 

80, notwithſtanding this Pustet, did holy Den 
* is ſaid in Scripture to fight thie Lord's Battles, 
recover by Force of Arms the Kingdom that was 
promis'd to him; and yet we . not find that cell 
was ever blam'd for it. 

Wu then might not our bleſſed Seri enjoin 
Chriſtians to love Enemies, and yet not thereby o- 
blige them to ſuffer all Sorts of unlawful Violence 
from them, as well as the God of the Hebrews en- 
join'd them to love their Neighbours, and yet did 
not make it unlawful for them to make War upon 
thoſe very Neighbours, when there was juſt Ground 
for it? If it was not unlawful for the Jews, notwith- 
ſtanding God's Precept to them, Ze ſhall love your 
Neighbours as yourſelves, to make War upon their 
Brethren and Neighbours, when there was juſt 
Ground for it; it can with no Colour of Reaſon ke 
ſuppoſed to be unlawful for Chriſtians to make War 
upon a foreign Enemy, when there is juſt Grounds 
for it, from Chriſt's Words, Love Jour Enemies. 
Becauſe as the eus did love th ar Neighbours, and 
yet ſometimes did lawfully make War upon them; 
ſo may Chriſtians ww Enemies, and yet- ſometimes 
| lawfully make War again hart, to Yefend ny 
5 {clves from 225 Violence. Eg | + 


; * 


pe” WE 
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Bor 1 r it will be ſaid, that the Goſpel re- 
quizes an higher Degree of Love than what was res 
—— by the Jewih Law : All which I readily | 
grant ; but even then it will not follow, that we 
muſt love all with an equal Degree of Love; 
our Parents and Children, I hope, are to be pre- 
ferred before Strangers; and our Neighbours before 

our Enemies, If this be granted, it wil follow, 4 
fortiori, that I ought to e my own Life 0 
the Life: of my Enemy; then of Conſequence 1 
vught to deſtroy the Life of my — if I can by 
no other Meang pyſſibly fave my owW n. 

As tis opt of Love to the Righteous, that the 
Chriſtian Magiſtrate. puts the Wicked to Death; fo 
it is out of Regard for the publick Good, that he 
makes War in Defence of his innocent Subjects. In 
order: to preſerye the publick Need he wakes 
War againſt thoſe that Giſta rb it. 

Ir at be reaſonable that the greater Obli ation 
ſhould. bind aus to the ſtricter Duty (and that it is ſo, 
no reaſonable Map: will deny; then it will follow, 
that we. cannot in Reaſon be bound to preſerve the 
| O's when in ſo doing we deſtroy tn Innocent. 
Let it be ſuppos d, that by Virtue of this Precept, 
- Lowe your Enemies, We — bound to love them as 
ourſelxes, which, yet I e is more than can 
with any Sher 85 e be inferred. from the 
Words. z yet we are not to love them above our- 
ſelves. Wes ſuppoſing us both to be involv d in the 
Tame Danger, 99 — would ſeriouſly aſk thoſe who are 
inſt all Defence by; Force of 4 whoſe Safety 

Ve are to _ 2. For my wn Part, I am clearly of 


Opinion, that we ought to preftr our own to chat of 


our Enemy; "Ob this Reaſon, becauſe, we are no 
where that I know of, forbid: tde fo. 

4. Tua our bleſſed Saviour never intended that 
theſe Texts ſhould be undęrſtogd any Limi- 
tation, without n they: vill not 8 our Ad- 

= TN GO N e 8 


„%% ͤ I OP. ' 


ſtood in an untn 
tradicts St. Paul, whom yet all allow to be tlie beſt 
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Sts fe, will appear from a Conſideration 
of ſome . Texts in the New - Teſtament, ex. 
preſs'd in Terms more unlimited than theſe, which 


| yer are allow'd on all Hands to require a limited In- 


retation. St. Mattherw v. 42. our Saviour ex- 
preſly ſays, Give to him that aſketh; And in St. 
Luke the Words are, Give to every Man that aſteth of 
thee, and of him that taketh away 2 ""_ on them 


not again. = 
Now if thi nen Toop 90 Ohriſtians, pow iy 


to be underſtood with a Limitation, why not thoſe 


which are brought to prove the Unlawfulneſs of Re- 
ſiſtance in all Caſes? Nay, there is more Reaſon to 
reſtrain theſe latter than the former, not only from 


the Nature of the Thing, but from our Saviour's 
own following Words. % 


not Evil, the Precept following ſeems to reſtrain 


or when he fays, Reit 


the Words preceding, as ut they were too general. 


But if any Man ftrike thee on one Cheek, ſays he, turn 


eee Which, Want plainly at hr 
that our Saviour meant only ſuch Injuries as were 


| flight, and therefore eaſy Forums, otherwiſe 


it had been neceſſary, in order to make the Precept 
1g, to have ſaid, Reſiſt not him that injures 
thee, even tho' he ſhould attempt to take — thy 
Life. But when he fays, Give to every one that aſt- 
erb thee, he adds no Words to reſtrain his Meaning, 
but leaves it to the Judgment of common Equity and 
Diſcretion. And yet I think) no Man of a ſound 
Mind will ſay, that theſe Words ought to be under 
ited Senſe. Whoever does, Cons 


Interpreter of his Maſter's Will. This great Apo- 
ſtle declares, that he who takes no Care for 3 
mily (which how well he could do, — 
; juds 00 is worſe than an Infidel : ; And 


who, exhorting the Corinthians co extend their Libe- * 


5 C4 raty 
F; Kage 8 . 
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ity to the Poor at Feruſalem, faith; Not that others 
foould: be eas'd, and you burdened, 2 Cor. viii. 134 
But that by an od Jour Abundance Os Supply 
their .. 0 
Our Saviour ſaith, St. Fol vi. 27. f ee not 
for the Meat which: periſheth,, Now can any one think 
dur Saviour intended that theſe Words ſhould be un- 
derſtood without any Limitation ? If they do, how 
will they account for thoſe other Scripture Precepts 
which enjoin Chriſtians to work with their Hands 
that which is good, OE: iv. 28. and to do their own 
Buſineſs, and the like? We are likewiſe enjoin'd to 
take no Thought for the Morrow; to take no 
Thought for Food and Raiment; not to fear them 
that can kill the Body; not to ſeek earthly Things; 
Children are commanded to obey their Parents, — 
Servants their Maſters, in all Things; - Chriſtians 
are commanded to be. ſubject to the higher Powers, 
without ahy Limitation 5 to pray without ceaſing, 
and the | 1 ; and all in Terms as general and unli- 
mited as thoſe in the Text under Debate: And yet 

1 preſume no Man in his Senſes will ſay, that theſe 
Precepts are to be underſtood without any Limita- 
tion : So as that by Virtue thereof, it is unlawful 
for Chriſtians to uſe a provident Care for the Good 
of Society; or to endeavour to prevent Murder and 
Bloodſhed ; .or that Subjects, Children, . and Ser- 
vants, are thereby oblig*d to obey Magiſtrates, Pa 
rents, or Maſters, if. their Commands Fo ſinful ;- i. e. 
if they command them to do what is repugnant ta 
the Laws of God ;. becauſe in ſuch Caſes they are 
bound by the Law of Nature, to obey: God rather 
than Man. And if theſe are not to be underſtood 
in an unlimited Senſe, becauſe of the abſurd Conſe- 
quences that would reſult from ſuch an Interpretati- 
on, why thoſe ? Since the latter would be attended 
with more abſurd Conſequences an: the JOE as 
. 9 5 n n FCC x i; 
pore 5 1 
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In this Caſe. it would be unlawful for this Magi- 
rate to. inflict Puniſhments on criminal Offenders, 
or to uſe the Sword in Defence of his Subjects, #- 
gainſt Robbers and Cut-throats ;- becauſe this would 
be to reſiſt Boll and ice with the Love of 
Enemies; and then how ſoon would the Chriſtian 
World be over run with Rapine and Violence? 
And what a Deluge of Wickedneſs, of all Sorts, 
would break in upon every Chriſtian State? This 
every one may be convinc'd of, that will but con- 
+ ſider What fad Effects this Remiſſheſs brought 
upon the World before the Flood; and obſerve 
* how hardly theſe Sins of Rapine and Cruelty are 
* reſtrain'd now, notwithſtanding the Magiſtrates 
£ Diligence?” There is no general Precept, how poſi- 
tive ſoever, but what implies Exceptions in extraor- 
dinary Caſes; and ſuch are all Caſes of indiſpenſible 
Neceſſity. *Tis the univerſal Voice of Nature, 
that Neceſſity creates arr Exception to every general 
Rule. So that granting theſe Words to be even 
general Precepts, . prohibiting Injury and Revenge 
among Chriſtians, it will not follow, that a neceſſary 
Self- defence againſt unjuſt Violence is thereby prohi- 
bited, becauſe it may be reaſonably. ſuppos'd to 
be an Exception from the general Rule, as being, in 
ſome Caſes, the only Means in our Power, under 
God, to protect and preſerve civil Societies. 
© I® 13 interpreting Scripture, it ought always to be a 
Rule with us, to endeavour to explain it ſo, as to 
free it from all Abſurdities; but ſurely thoſe Who 
interpret it ſo; as to make Chriſtianity an Enemy to 
the Happineſs of human Society, which it muſt be, 
if genen Enemy be unlawful in all Caſes, un- 
leſs they can prove: that God has promis d to inter- 
poſe in ordinary Caſes by a miraculous Providence, 
do not well conſider this. For it hot only implies a 
groſs Abſurdity, but reflects a palpable C on 
55 1 . in the I 955 e it as 
. 


> 


24 . 
| neceſſity laying and ee to all 
* ee World think fit 
to offer them. Our Saviour therefore cannot bo 
ſuppos' d in theſe Words to put the Caſe of a foreign 
Invaſion, or that we ſhould love Ruffians, and Cut- 5 
throats, which is impoſſible. © | 
Bor tis ſaid, If the glorious Dot ines of the ; 
© Meſfiab were univerſally embrac a, there would-be 
n Need of Self-defence :'-——Which I readily . 
3 but this can be no Ar t againſt the 
Awfalnefs thereof in ſome v5 BY while there is 
Need of it. The Goſpel hath never yet been uni- 
verſally embrac'd, nor is it the Caſe at preſent z and 
therefore the Objection implies, that Self-defence is 
{till neceſfary z and if neceſſary, it muſt be as law- 
Aer as 5 8 ſince nem can be produc'd 


_ verſally embrac* che — th to "0 
7 Bi will 5 the Caſe before the End of the World; 
when the Jews ſhall be converted, and all Nations 


ll Gncerely embrace Chriſtianity ; then there will be 


db ome Peace ; Nation (ball not tft up Sword a- 
gainſt Nation, nor Ki ngdom againſt Kingdom, neither 
fell thes lr War any more Then they may beat 
2 Swords into Plowſhares, and their Spears into 

runing-hooks, becauſe there will be no Uſe for 
3 But it does not follow from hence, that tis 


unlawful to uſe them before that Time come. 


Then indeed it would be unlawful to uſe them, be- 
cauſe. there will be no unjuſt Violence to reſiſt: But 
that does not prove, that it is unlawful to uſe them 
now, when Circumſtances are ſuch, that they are 
the only human Means, under God, to protect 
Sere Soeieties from unjuſt Violence. Theſe 
rophecies only foretel what ſhall be the Effects of 
their — and therefore: can be n 
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Senne and their Country, till ſuch times as the7 

mall be fulfill' d, when all Wars ſhall ceaſe, and 
then there wWill be no Oecaſion for Self-defence 1 
there win be no Violence, and conſequen ne need 
of Reſiſtance. 

Bur it is aſt'd, 1s Defenlive War then our only 
Barrier againſt Injuſtice and Violence? To which 
1 Anfwer, x By no means; God forbid we ſhould 
think ſo. For as the Apoſtle ſays, Of our ſelves we 
ran do nothing,” even in this Caſe, But all our Suſſici- 
rvncy is of God. And the Pſalmiſt fays, Except the Lord 
keep the Ci, the Watchman ak but in vain, Pfal. 
_ cxxvik. 1. All we contend for is, that it is the only 
Means under God; asfar'as we have any reaſonable 
Grounds to believe, for this Purpoſe, *Tis further ſaid, 
That there are many who depend upon, and confide . 
ſolely in another Barrier, VIZ. jp 6 eternal and benefi- 
cent Providence of God. That it is the Duty ofe- 

very Chriſtian to depend upon and confide in the 
Providence a Almighty Gad, I W arent. > but - 
that it is our Duty to ran folely cf by t this Term 
be intended a Diſuſe of Means) in the Divine Pro- 
vidence, I deny; and whoever aſſerts it, tis incum- 
bent upon him to prove it; without which, the Aſ- 
ſertion is raſh, and the Practice built upon it 
groundleſs and dangerous. Tis true God can pro- - 
tect us from the greateſt Violence, without any of 
dur Endeavours; but it is one Thing what God 
can do, and another what he will or does do, in the 
general Courſe of his Providence. He can reset 
us from the Devil, and all his Temptatior 
S2 OT 
e e e e 1260 | 
tected and defended his choſen People the — : 
tom: all they Encares, and: bro 


ught them into the: 
omiſed Land, withon the: Efufion of ſo much 
— gave them ſpecial Diretti 
ons in n what A eh protect and defend 
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themſelves, and drive out their Kihetnies: eon be- 
fore them, as the Scripturè expreſſes it. He could, 
by his Almighty Providence, have ſaved St. Paul 
and the Ship without the Help of Mariners; and 
yet when they were about to leave it, St. Paul cried 
out, Except theſe abide in the 'Ship, ye cannot be ſa- 
ved, Acts xxvii. 31. -novwichilwnding he had ſaid, 
v. 22. that there ſhould be no Loſs of any Man's 

Life, but of the Ship; which is a plain Demonſtra- 
tion, that it is preſumptuous for Men, in the ordinary 


Courſe of God's Providence, toexpect Protection and 


Deliverance from Injuries, without uſing their on 
Endeavours, at the ſame time that they contident- 


* rely on the Divine Providence for Success.. 


Hx could have recovered Hezekiah, when he was 
ſick unto Death; and yet, we find, he was ordered 
by a Prophet, to take a Lump of Figs, and to 4 
it upon the Boll, "upon which yo” eee 


1 | 


G0 Almighty, if he pleaſed; condi not cody 


keep us from, but cure us of, all Diſeaſes,” by his ) 


Al-powerful Providence; and yet he not only per- + 
mits, but requires us in Holy Scripture, to uſe all pru- 
dent Methods of refiſting and ſtopping their Fury ; 
and is far from: expecting that we ſhould lie down a 
and do nothing to fave our ſelves front Prins in 5 
ſuch Calamities. : 
Ap as God, in the 8 Courſe of "ON EN 
dence, protected and defended his own peculiar 
People from the Violence of their Enemies, not 


without, but always by the Uſe of ſecond Means 


(except when he was pleaſed to work a Miracle in 
their Favour, which yet was very ſeldom) notwith- 
ſtanding they were under a Theocratical Govern- 


ment, whereby God himſelf was their King; this 1 


ſay being the Caſe with God's 1 People under, f 


was 


common. Providenge, as * our civil Policy, | can 


* 5 : i : have 
. 0 : 5 5 5 8 
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have no Ground to expect any miraculous lierpa 
ſition for our Protection and Defence from Vio- 

lence; nor can any good Reaſons be aſſign d why 
we ſhould. N othing can be a ſufficient Ground for 
ſuch an Expectation, but an expreſs Promiſe in the 
New Teſtament; without this, a Belief that God's 
Providence will protect us, without uſing our own 
Endeavours, would be Preſumption, and not 
Faith * :. For that cannot be a right Faith that has 
no ſure Grounds to reſt upon; and nothing can be 
a ſure Ground of Faith, but God's Promiſe reſpe&; 
ing that which is the Object of this Faith. If God 
has een Chriſtians any ſuch Promiſe, let it be pro- 
duc'd; but till this is done, let no Man blame 
them for uſing thoſe Means for the Preſervation and 
Protection of the publick Safety; with a pious De- 
pendance on the Divine Providence for Succeſs, 
which good Men in all Ages have made uſe of with 
his Approbation. 
Ap thus I have e to LAG it appear, | 
that thoſe Texts, which are the ſtrongeſt Bulwark 
for ſupporting the Doctrine of the Unlawfulneſs of 
War in all Caſes under the Goſpel, cannot amount 
to a Law prohibiting Chriſtians to defend themſelves | 
againſt the lawleſs Violence of a foreign Enemy. 
THERE are ſome, other Texts alledged. by 
our Adyverſaries, in favour of this Doctrine; but 
none of them I think can even be as to 


amount to a Law; but are only to be adduced as 


collateral Proofs; the two I 5 already conſider- 
ed, being the chief Baſis upon which che whole of 
their Doctrine is built. FRY 

1 884LL examine one other Text, which, next 16 
held ſeems moſt to favour their Dodrine:: 3 


that is written, Rom. xi. 17. Recompence 0 fn Man 
ant fer. mths eee venge not 50 6 ier, : 
a e 


IP * By Faith in this Place we © are to dela what g the La- 
tins call Fiducia, 


J ons Ow 


28 A TREATISE on 


. therefore if thine Enemy hunger, 4 him z 25 be 
thirſt, give him Drink, &c. 3 | 


Sword of Vengeance, 
Vengeance is mine, I will recompence, Laws were ac- 
tually in being for regulati . 
And the Fews at the ſame Time that they were 
bound by the Law of God not to revenge them 
| ſelves _—_— Enemies, if Countrymen or Stran- 
gers, d to live among them (becar 
geance 1 8 to God, and he had promis'd to 


ut e rroe place unto Wrath ; for it is wien. 
Veng 


eance Þ 7 mine, I will repay; ſaith the Lord; 


y 


1. As to theſe Words, Recompence tom Man E. 


vi for Evil, they being our Saviour's Words, re- 


peated by St. Paul, with ſome little Variation in 


the Phraſe, tho not in the Senſe z; what hath been 
advanc'd in Anſwer to thoſe; will he a: ſufficient 
Anſwer to theſe. They are hot addreſs'd to the Ma- 
giſtrate, who hath the ſole Right of making War, 
but to the injured Party; and therefore it cannot, 


reaſonably be inferr'd from them, that St. Paul in- 


tended. . to forbid all 0 undet the. Goſ⸗ 


pe. bes 
2. Art bs cls w. 19, neither car 


gument be drawn from them 1 1 2 all Sheen of. 
War; foraſmuch as ſome Sorts of War may be 
commenc'd without any Deſire of Revenge, but 


meer from the Principle of Self- preſervation. 
Bur that no concluſive Argument can be in 


Ha; 
feryd from theſe Words againft all War under the, 


Goſpel, will farther appear from hence; that at the, 
very Time when God 1 to himſelf the 
aying, Deut. woai. 35. 


and making War. 


; Ven- 


recom it) might yet lawfully make War in 
ſome Caſes,” without à poſitive Command of God, 


as to this or that particular War; as is evident from 
che many Directions he had given them concerning 
1 0 9b aaa in the e No Book. 


Pau 


A st. 8 therefore might enjoin Chriſtians not 
to revenge themſelves upon their Enemies (becauſe 
Vengeance belonged to God, and he would recom- 
pence it) as well as God had enjoin*d. the ems not 
to do ſo, for the fame Reaſon, and yet not 
intend to ꝓrohibit all Sorts of War under the Goſpe 
For as God in ſpeaking theſe Words to the Fews, 
did not deſign they ſhould prohibit all Sorts of? War 
among them, as appears by what has been ſaid. al- 
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ready, and which St. Paul, and thoſe Chriſtians to 


whom he wrote, could not but know; fo if St. 
Paul had intended that this Precept ſhould obli 
them to any Thing farther than what he had oblig d the 
Jetus to, he ſhould certainly have mentioned it. 
As the Words when ſpoken to the Jes, imply d no- 
thing but a Prohibition of private Revenge, how 
could the Apoſtle imagine that the Romans could 
underſtand them as prohibiting all Sorts. of War un- 
der the Goſpel, unleſs he had told them ſo in expreſs. 
Words ? For what had been conſtantly practiel b by 
God's on People from the Beginning to that Time, 
and univerſally received as juſt and lawful, could not 
be reputed. otherwiſe by any Thing the Apoſtle 
could fay; let than an expreſs Prohibition of all Sorts 
of War in plain Terms. 
I, therefore he had intended that this Pros 
ſhould oblige all Chriſtians, or even thoſe Chriſtians 
to whom he wrote this Epiſtle, not to defend them- 
ſelves againſt the unjuſt . of a foreign Ene- 
my, he would undoubtedly have faid fo in — 
Words; ſince otherwiſe it was not to be expected 
they could underſtand the Words, nat your 
elves," to import any ſuch Thing: 
not, we may reaſonably conclude, that he did not 
daher thereby e e e 
: K that no concluſive. \gyment can be in» 
b from thals ee * „ 
1 | under 


ene 5 


ker * Gol al, avi ſtill FF appear fem hi 
Conſideration: The Apoſtle, Chap. 13th of this 
Epiſtle, ſays, Let every Soul be ſublject to the higher 
— 9 z 1. e. the Magiſtrate: And v. 4, he tells 
them, T hat. be beareth, not the Sword in m that 
as he is the Miniſter of God for Good., ſo is he the 
Miniſter of God for Vengeance; 2 Revenger 7 er- 
ecute Mrath on him that doth Evil. 872 
Nov in telling them that thoſe Bee 8 
are the Executioners of God's Wrath in-puniſhing 
Evil-doers, he clearly diſtinguiſhes between Re- 
venge in the :Magiſtrate, and . Revengy i in private 
Perſons, : The Magiſtrate he owns is to be a Re- 
venger, that is, he is to execute Wrath, or inflict 
Puniſhment on them that do Evil, and that by Vir- 
tue of his Office, as he is God's Miniſter, -whole a- 
lone Frereative it is to recompence Vengeance on 
the Guilty, 3 when at the ſame time he had expreſ- 
ly prohibited. 3 it before, in the general Precept, A 
venge not yourſelbes. Whence it plainly appears; 
that he did not intend by, this Precept to prohibit. 
Chriſtian. Magiſtrates the Uſe of the Sword to Neo 
fend their Sub ects from lawlefs Violence. F 
20 nk the contrary, - would make. the! A. 
poſtle puilty of an Abſurdity. For if we 1 include in 
that negative Precept, that Revenge which is in- 
e flicted by the Magiſtrate for the publick Peace; 
<-what can be more abſurd, than after he had charg' d 
all Chriſtians: never to take Arms in their own De- 
< fence, as our Adverſaries contend he did to have 
immediately ſubjoin'd in the ſame Epiſtle; that to 
this very End God had ordained Magiſtrates, that 
* they, as his Miniſters, ſhould defend Chriſtians by. 
Force of Arms, for ſo the Power of Sword 
muſt needs ſignify, if any Thing.“ To ſay, an 
ſome do, that St. Paul by the Sword here means 
ſpiritual Sword, is ſomething ſo idle 
nt, — deſerve an Anſwer. 
| N __ 
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Nobody will ſay ſo in earneſt, that has not renoun- 
ged common Senſe, and given up his Reaſon for a 
Spirit of Deluſion; and when once this | is the Caſe, 
with any Man, it is in yain to reaſon wirh him 2 
For as we haue no other Way to convince a Man of > 
the Truth of any Prapoſition but by Reaſoning, . 
*tis not. ta be imagined that ever he will be canvin- 
ced, who is ſo far from being determined by right 
Reaſon, that he denies the very Exiſtence thereof; 
and yet whoever does ſo, muſt argue againſt Rea- 
ſon, either with Reaſon, or without it; in the lat - 
ter Way he 18. nothing, and in the —_ he be-: 
ys his own Cauſe, and eſtablifhes that which he 
| lab bours to dethrone: . 4 To prove there is no ſuch. 
. Thing as right Reaſon, by any good Argument, 
+ is indeed im poſſible z. becauſe. that would be to 
« ſhew-there' is a ſucks a Thing, by the Manner of 
« proving there is not.? Such wild Abſurdities are 
thoſe. driven upon, who have given up their Un- 
: derfiaadings to 1 on e 5 
Bur perhaps it w aid by our Adverſaries o 
chis Parr, Na they don't My 4 Adyrſures on | 
ing War to Chriſtian Magiſtrates ſa far fram te 
that they. rather applaud them for ſo doing, By 
declaring they think it probable, that God will bleis 
their Arms with Succeks x 3 Which muſt certainly 
imply a Belief chat ſuch a N is law ful, unleſs. 
we can ſuppoſe that they can wiſh Succeſs to an un- 
lawful Action, provided they themſelves have no, 
Hand in it. But I will put no ſuch uncharitable 
Conſtruction on their Words; but ſuppoſing them 
to be ſincere in this Declaration, ſhall beg Leave tag 
aſſure them, that if they will make 1 enen, that 
itis their real Opinion that the Chriſtian Magiſtrates ] 
may lawfully defend their innocent Subjects from = 
lawleſs: Violence of a foreign Enemy, They and I I 
nall be Adverſigica eng ans e For 1 N 


* 


gg. FNATREATISE of | 
perfe e with them, not only that all War is 
to be avoided: under the Goſpel, when this can be 
done without incurring a greater Evil; but that tis 
the ſole Right of the Magiſtrate to commence even 
a lawful War: Nay, I will agree with them farther, 
that tis unlawful even for the Chriſtian Magiſtrate 
himſelf to cominence and proſecute any - fort of 
War but what is juſtly grounded; which La bo: 
War can be, even the Defenſive, that is undertaken 
purely from a Principle of Revenge, when the. 

God of the Pb "me or bee requires 
N it. ; 


Go. 
„ SES. $- 


Bor, after all, 1 mer own Aufi ava Lok how 
00 reconcile this ſpe pecious Pretence with the general 
err theſe Men have. 3 50 bop" Point: 
or they have expreſly aſſerted in all their Writings 
on cht Subject that all bearing of Arms a- 
gainſt an Enemy, is inconſiſtent with the true Pro- 
feſſion of Chriſtianity ; nay, that all Uſe of the 
Sword by Chriſtians, tho? to ſave thernſelves from 
Thieves, Robbers or Cut-throats, is not only incon- 
ſiſtent with he Profeſſion of Chriſtianity, but as bad 
as Atheiſm, as being a diſtruſting of Providence in 
reſtraining evil Men. Now, this being the Caſe, 1 
cannot ſee, and indeed he muſt have good Eyes 
that can, how that can be lawful in the Chriſti- 
an Magiſtrate, which, by virtue of Chriſtianity, 
is not only unlawfu 48 0; but as bad ns A. 
Ir all War be unlawful ter the Goſpel, by vit 
tile of Chriſt's Command, as they ſay it is, it al, 
m my humble Opinion, be a Sin in any Chriſtian; 
whether Magiftrate or Subject, to engage even in a 
2 War 2 a Alen Invader,” unſeſs it 


DBFBNSIFB. WAR. Bn 
ception from the general Rule, And belides, # 
be not i for the Chriſtian” Magiſtrate to de; 
fad: is Syby ects from- lawleſs Violence, "how can it 

be unlawfi for - thoſe: Subjects to. help to. defend 
themſelves at their Magiltrate s Command? If the 
End be lawful, the ordinary Means for obtaining it 
muſtbe ſo likewiſe. a Means whereby 7 
0 hs Ie Mz ſtrate W from | 


h higher Ne 1. ber the Magi 


Tk d what is lawful for him to com- 
made cannot be x ene Ot , obeys 


on 5 ee i 55 125 r e. on 14 | 


 Subjedts :. But how this can be n 

thei thinking it pebble that Goa tel 

Arms with Succels, Lon is more than I can 

count for, with any Advantage t to their © LAFACTET., 

Away then with chat idle Diſtinchon. (to 

no well That tho! Chriſtians may nat. m 

of ca e 
. i Magistra 
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wih ſome Peo * it is ſo far from haying any \ vith - 


| 5 Aix, If it be not ynlav 


| the? principted* 


| Judic'd Reader to judge. And 


Wer 5 11 77 18 E en 


ds, that we heartily abominate it. © wed] 
al for the Chriſtian | 

agiſtrate to defend the 1 from the Violence 
foreign Enemies, 'why d o Vater Magiftrates 


. us ſo pereinprocily refuſe to lend the leaft A. 


e towards it, hen we apprehend ourſelves 1 in 
gh gt: Danger ? They cannot be ignorant, that it 
rate's Duty to uſe his ütmöft Endea: 


153 for the Protection of the Subject from all 
lawleſs Violence and Oppreffion,. which in many Ca- 
fs cannot be done, without oppoſing Force to 


Force by the carnal Sword. Now what can make 


them ſo backward to affift thoſe"who'are willing to 


exert thernfelyes. to the utmoſt of their Power in de: 
leir Country, but that they think the 


| Practice 15 nene ? How then can any one of that 


Perſuaſion think it t probable,” that God will bleſs the 
Arms of their Sobre h if it be inconſiſtent” with 
the Principles of the hriftian Religion to uſe them 


at all ? And if it be not, how can they wither k to 
God and their own 'Conſtiences, WhO abfolutely re- 


Fuſe to do that which i is their OE to 00 anc with- 


Fg contrary, may de 


2 ly 11 we «ſhall be 55 that the Friends, 
againſt bearing Arms themſelves, 
yet have never condemned ſuch in the Uſe of them, 
' who: are ot convinc'd that the Difpenſation of the 


Goſpel rbid them. Theſe ſmooth Words, in 
my Opinion, mean nothing at all. For if 
Charged with a Practice char 18 inconſiſtent . 


ith the 
true Profeſſion of Chri y, nay with Atheiſm, 


and a total Diſbelief of Divine Providence; be ing 


à very ſevere Condemnation, I ſubmit to the 
chat they have 


> 


Th * 
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3 ſo oftner chan once, appears from the moſt 
authentick of their own Writings* PE 
Ou Principle i is, that it is a Huty indiſpenſibly / 
incumbent, both { on us and them, to defend our 
ſelves and Country. from the lawleſs Attempts of a 
foreign Ehemy by outward Means, at the PR. | 
Time that we rely on Divine Providence for Pro- 
tection: And till > Tom can prove the contrary from 
the New Teſtament, ; which I am confident they 
55 9 85 we cannot help thinking, that in copdem- 
g this Practice as inconſiſtent with the Chriſtian = 
Religion, they condemn all Who are in the Uſe of 
it, notwithſtanding, this ſpecious Dee to oy 
_ contrary. We are not convinc'd that the Dif 
on of the Goſpel forbids any Chriſtian Community 
2 defend themſelves from the Violence of a foreign 
Enemy ; becauſe, as I have: already ſhewn, it is evi- 
dent. almoſt to a Demonſttation;, that there i is no 
Ground for ſuch a Conviction in the New Teſta- 
tnent; and therefore if our Adverſaries, on this 
Point, be ſo convinced, it muſt be by other Argu- 
ments than any.. that — be drawn. from then css 
which , we looking upon as the only .Rulke of out | 
F aith and Practice, ourſelves bound in Sen- q 
ſcience to abide by it, and to be determined 
as to every Point of Duty. What it hath enjoin d. 
we willingly obſerve; and ſuch Practices as were 
lawful before, and not made unlawful by it (there - 
being an equal Neceſſity for them now as before) 
, we think we ma lawfully, and with a good Conſei- 
ence, embrace. his is our Rules and our Practice 
in this Particular, we hope; is not contrary thereto. =_ 
We are therefore determined tb regard ho privat 
Spirit, under whatever ſpecious Colours of Ste | 


and Perfection it may appear; becauſe many lying | 
Spirits are * out into 5 World, and 4 7% we . Bl 
| eve 
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| DEFENSIVE WAR 


PART s cu : 


On the Lawkurunss af A cy 


| 3 8 were: ie hot that 
a certain Author, in a late Pamphlet, en- 


tituled, The Dottrine of Chriſtianity, as beld by 
the People called Quakers, vindicated ; in Au- 


= e Gilbert Tennent's Sermon on the Lawfulne/s 


enſroe War ; hath among do prove, by 
Ons Scripti 
himſelf expreſſes it, that War in any Shape (for. fo 
he muſt be underſtood to mean, if he means any 
thing) is inconſiſtent. with the Chriſtian Religion. 


= T becauſe ſome of his Remarks may ſeem to affect 


the general Doctrine J have en 


inthe Fit Furt of ti Trenne, Think ie my} Duty, 


fob the butter; Sh rhe ang 5 all ſuch 
Paſſages as have the: Tendency t * 
Tux firſt of his Remar der dere e ae n 


Doctrine, 18 Page g. 


e never would have been 


7 


— Wands Gad created 
t, and holy; dadckach be con- 
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© was early filled with Violence. This was the un- 


© happy Conſequenre of Sin. Nobody, ſays ho | 
<P 


* I hope, will fay that God was the Author of 


5 * ture thus corrupted. The Nature, and the Li ight 
© of Nature, that he was the Author of, was 80 

6 nocent, and perfect; but the Cortuption of Na- 

ture, from whence proceeded Violence and Blood- 

© ſhed, was occaſtotied by ID to the Voice of 


1 Satan. An wer, C4 


Tnar if Man had, not fallen fröm his State | 


7 oF Innocence; there would have been no War; 'and 
conſequently no Need of Defencez every One will 


| read ily orant : But that immediately upon the Fall; 


an's Nature was as highly me as this Vin- 


- dicdtot repreſents it, in my humble Opinion, wants 
Proof. For tho' it pleaſed God, for wiſe Ends, beſt 


known to: himſelf, to permit Man to fall; yet he 
was ſo far from abandoning him hereupon, that he 
takes Care to provide for his Happineſs, by entering 


into another Covenant with him, in theſe Words; 
The Seed of the Woman ſhall bruiſe the Head of the 
Serpent. "Tis true Men being left to the Free- 
dom of their own Wills; ſome of them, no Doubt; 


made a bad Uſe of their Liberty, and abandon'd 
; themſelves to great Enormities ; but it does not ap- 


pear that this was the Cale with all of them, or that 
it was a neceſſary Conſeqtience of the Fall, becauſe 


there were ok] Men notwithſtanding this; who did 
many Things agr 
of Nature; us Adam, Seth, Enos; Methuſalem, Noah ; 


and l it doth no where appear that thoſe Fatriarchs had | 
Any other Rule whereby to guide their Practice, but 
Ui n Lay of Kigitevulah which is a" - T 


9 


N : «# V War, and conſe equently no Need of Self. de⸗ | 
» -* fence; but Man Falling through Diſobedience, his 

< Nature became corrup cry his Facultics deprav- 

© ed; and the Whole intelle kus Syſtem diſordered} 
Thus began ſhedding of Blood, and the Earth 


le to the Dictates e Law | 
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— 4 * 


Ut bit the unchangeable Will of God, „ 
acting According to the eternal Rules of infinite 
Goodneſs; _ Juſtice; and Truth: Which Will. of 
God, is efigraven upon the Natures of Things, and 
to be diſcovered by the due Uſe of Mens rational 
Faculties: This Law hath God for its Author, 
was to have been the Rule of Duty in Paradiſe, and 
was ſo to the Patriarchs till Moſes's Time, when 
God was pleaſed to make a particular Revelation of 
it to his choſen Pcaple in the Decalogue 3 wine. is 
only a Tranſcript of this Lac. 2 + 
Bur to clear this Subject from the Rubbi I 
Words; under which this V. hath buried it, I will 
Pee 
DD Tas Exiſtence of the Law of Nature; — 
that it was the Rule of Duty, in ordinary Caſes, to 
Mankind before the giving of the Law to Moſes. 
And ſecondly; That Man's Nature by the Fall was 
not ſo corrupted, but that he could diſcern it to be 
ſo, tho” he had not Power ſufficient t to perform 3 it in 
all F 
. TrAT there are e natural, eflential Hm 
in the Natures of Things; as between Truth and 
Falſhood; Good-faith and Perfidiouſneſs, Gratitude 
and Ingratitude; Love and Hatred, Juſt and Un- 
_ guſt, Right and Wrong; Sr. And hence a Fitneſs 


and Unfitneſs in Actions to certain Ends, has ever 


been evident to the common Reaſon of Mankind . 
Ry og and the like eternal Truths, conſidered as 
of moral- Principles, which have their 
1 in the Nature and Reaſon of Things, are 
what we call the Law of Nature; Right Reaſon, 
the eternal Rule of Righteouſneſs, or the und 
ble Will of God: written in the Books of Nature. 
This is the immutable Standard of moral Duty 3 
whatever is to it, is morally Sanz and 
dir es Vie and V Tow, e . meer ry 
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ſtitute 


"Things 4 reliant; . | 

3 andimproper;is vicious. And 

the ame wiſe and good Being, who conſtituted Na- 

ture in ſuch a Manner, that chis Fitneſs or ,Unfic- 

== —_ ly fr oke: 25 muſt intend 
every intelligent Being, ſo far as he is 

theſe Things ſhould act agrecably theret 


Tees, we ſay, God is the Author of, becauſe 


choſe moral Principles, which are founded in the 
Nature and Reaſon of Things, were ly con- 
ſuch by him, Who is the Supream Author 
e. This was Alam s Law in Paradiſe, and 
con net! to be a Law to Mankind, as far as we 
know, till the Time of Moſes,” when a Tranſcript 
of it was delivered to him in the Mount. For tho? 
God made ſome ſpecial Revelations to the Patri- 
archs, he never gave them any Syſtem of Laws to 
Fs a Rule of Practice before this. And thus it ap- 
that there in Nature-fuch a Law as we 
2 Oe: ©: -- - 
Bur by the e the 7. gives. us | ain 
Nature after the Fall, this Law was of no Uſe to 
5 becauſe they were uncapable of diſcover- 
what Duties were incumbent by virtue of it. 
"ON e gives ſuch a ſtrange Deſcription. of the Cor- 
ruption of Man's Nature, and the Depravation of his 
go as if he thought the Patriarchs neither 
had any Law to guide their Practice, nor were ca- 
pPable of obeying it if they had. But how he came 
to diſcover ſuch a total 1 immediately up- 
eon the Fall I know not. Certainly! he never learnt 
it from the Hiſtory of Moſes. For. ſo far as I can 
find there, what Adam loſt by the Fall was Paradiſe, 
--and the Tree of Life 3 1. 6. . che loſt 
Bliſs and Immortality, ''T he CR itn 5 
reach of the Law, with the r 
hp God. upen-it, Thews: -this,- {The Polar 


ins; Gen, ü. * In the "ay: lat e WOE there- 
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farely de. Ho was this Secu 
if in the Day he did est, he did net 


* 
9 5 n 
£ 
wi © 
#/ 5 PRO 
* bf >.>. 2 4 
* 


=. de but was turned out of Paradiſe from 
the Tree of Life, and ſhut out forever from 
leaſt he ſhould tale thereof, and live forever. 

| ſhews that Paradiſe was a State of In ortal 

which he loſt that very Day that he eat: His 14 
began from thence to morten, and walte; { 
have an End. e 2 * 9 1 


' Now is it at all likely, chat zs ſoon 48 Adam was 


turn d out of Paradiſe, | his Faculties became ſo de- 
praved, that he loſt all Knowledge of that immuta- 


le Rule of Duty, with which he muſt have been 


perfectly well acc tainted in Paradiſe ? Tis true his 
Poſterity, thro' Length of Time, became very de- 
13 both in Principle and Practice; but ſtill 
as there were many good Men, both before the 


Flood, and from thence to Moſes*s Time, they 
muſt have had ſome Law to be a Rule of Practice, 


and this Law they muſt have been of know- 
ing, otherwiſe it could be no Rule to them, and con- 
ſequently they could have been 7 of no Sin, be- 
cauſe where there is no Law, there can be no Tram- 


greſſion; and Sin is only a Tranſgreſſion of a divine | 


Law. And tho' a Law exiſts, yet i irbempolſ- 
ble for Men to come at the K X 


Law, the Knowledge of which * e e for 
them to come at. 


Bur that Maikind, 1 bored PD ' g the C — 
tion of Nature chis J talks of, were not 8 


the Law of Nature, nor ineapable- of o- 
a its Dikates, Will "farther appear from wat 
"il 


S; ve abe abe 


and to 


dee of ſuch a 
Law, *ris all one, in regard to them, as if there 
were none; it being impoſſible for heim to Obe) a 


is if Man kae helle written 
r W hene it is called, „ 


lived 


1 
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4iv'd Te his hep were 1900 . a e 1 e 
they had this moral Law written in their Hearts! 
I. e. by the due Uſe of their rational Powers, they 

| diſcovered the Will of God. concerning their _ 

Duty to be founded in the Natures and Reaſon of 

Things. The Gentiles, . both before and after Moſes 

{as faith St. Paul ) doing by Nature, or finding i it 

reaſonable to do the Things contained in the moral 

Law; having not the moral Law written on 
Tables of Stone; were, nevertheleſs q Law unto them- 

' Elves :. What to d 4 Not what they pleaſed, nt 
what their irregular Appetites prompted them to; 
but they were a Law unto — to do the 
Work of the Law of Nature, or. the moral Law 
written in their Hearts, inſtead of Tables of Stone: 
The Apoſtle, by a common Eigure, puts the Ef- 
ſect of the Law for the Law itſelf, I, indeed is 
equivalent thereto; , as he ſhews thus 3, Their Con- 
ſciences bore; Witneſs, and their Thoughts reflecting 
on their Actions, accuſed; or excuſed The in what 

they did. Thus it appears that there is ſuch a Law 
as that of Nature, which exiſted long before any po- 
-fitive Law was given: That it is the timiverſal. Law 
of all reaſonable Creatures, and that it was the on- 
ty Rule of moral Practice before that Tranſcript of 
i was given to Moſes; which ye call the Degalogur, 
Thus doth, St. Chry/oftom expound. this Paſſage of 
St. Paul, The Gentiles by N. ature, faith St; Paul, | | 

that is, faith Chryſoftom, by the very Dictates of ll 

© right Reaſon; in this; fays he, are they to be. 
.$ admired, . chat they - ſtood in nd Need of Moſes's 
Law to guide — — they were 7 only by 
* the Uſe of Reaſon, and the Lis ht of their own Con- 

2 o ſciences. Thus alſo faith 7 atlas, ©Long before 
* Moſes wrote the Law in Tables of Stone, 95 Was 
(as. ] will juſtify) a Law naturally underſtood. and 

, 1 obſerved ro the Patriarchs. Evil Men . 


e Then e Me AupuBine, and 
1 pee 


the Abuſe of their Faculties had in ; 
erazed out of their Hearts, Almighty God was gra- 


People elſe had taken that Course, it had been 
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1 reprove many Things as ; juſtly ; but by what Ruleg 


* do they ſo? Whence do they learn that Men ought 


to liveſo, ſeeing they live not ſo themſelves ? Why, 
« fays'he, theſe Rules are right and good, and the 


+ cannot. but ſee them to be fo, tho? their Minds 55 : 


© not ſo; the Rules are ee their Minds 
be müradle. ABut foirther” 


in the great Branches of Morality, they regulated 
ha Practice thereby, will appear enn, 4 particulap 
Conſideration of Ms Decalogue itſelf, Which is the 
great Pandect of this Law; which, When Men by 
a great Meaſure 


ciouſly pleaſed to commit it to Writing, that by having 


an Opportunity of viewing it in more kgible Charac- 


ters, revive the Knowle of 1 it | 
e e 8 

1. To begin with the firſt Pee we find Cen. 
xxxv. 2. es commanded his Houſhold to put 
away their ſtrange Gods. Pythagoras ſays,* If any ha 
* ſhall ſay rar Ye is a God, bur he* that .made all 


& Things, let him prove it, by making a new 


World. Sopbbeles, Varro, . e Plato, &c. 
all maintain'd the Unity of the Deity.* | 


2. For the Second, we find that 74, buried 7 


the Idols under an Oak, Chap. xxxv.. 4. And the 


Gentiles agreed, that every God ſhould be worſhip- 


= according tb che Manner that himſelf ſhould think 


and "Farr did much approve of the Jews Re- 
ben, as St. Auguſtine informs us, betauſe it exclu- 


ded Images, holding it the heſt Way to keep Re- 


ligion undefiled by excluding them; and that if all 
2 
. 


Mee _ rake away much trifling: * * * 


5 e e Third, we find ür ahan cauſed ks. 
e his Hand under lis "Thigh, and 


ber bythe Lord of ere and Ea "Y | 


at Mankind had nor 
only y the Knowledge of the Law of 7 0 but that 
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alſo Fay ſolemn Oath paſs d betwixt Tech, and 
| Laban, Chap. xxiv. 3. and Chap. xxxi, 53. 
1 And it was a Law among the Egyptians, * 
gerus reports, Les the perjur”'d be pumſi d with Death, 
And there was a Law in the twelve Tables at Rome, 
| Swear not wh e And Sophecles faith, * When an 
* Oath is t the Soul will be more cautious tq | 
* Sin againſt God, and to injure Man.? 5 
4. Fos the Fourth, we Hud the Obſervation 0 
þ be the giving of the Law, Exod. xvi. 23. 
And tho? as to the particular Day to be ſpent; in the 
Worſhip of God, the Gentiles knew but _—_ 5 | 
being Ks poſitive than moral LY oe 1 
. that God was to be worſhi 2 
' indiſputable Dictate of the Woes Ns 
And eyenas to the particular Day mentioned in this 
Commandment, I muſt confeſs, that the general 
Conſent of Nations, as to the ſeventh Part, if „ 
were fully clear d, would ſpeak fair to be the Voice 
9 or at leaſt a Tradition received from the 
Sons of Noab. 
. Fox the Fifth, we find 2493 ow Eſau food. in 
we of his Father, tho” he was otherwiſ 8 
he would not kill n wh le his Far 


2 


5 jher was alive, Gen. xxvii. 4 


. Anv Homer, ſaith of one "chat had a 1 
thu | it came becauſe he hqnour ed not his Parents. 
Je would” not ra the Duty of a Child to his 
Father re his Days were not prolonged. 
And 33 faith, That he who honoureth his 
F N 1 7 hve Ks: and "The Neg Ang rey 


| And Scebems Was ſlain for ravi 


| Chap, av 7, And Demoſthenes 
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d another of it. 
uniſhed Murder with Death. 


whole City ſpoib d by her N 21 0 


ſwer to their Father Was, Should he deal with out: 


Her as with an Harlot ? And it was the Saying ; of 
Lycurgus, © Avoid Adyltery, ſo ſhalt TIM avoid 
5 untimely Death.” And Menander cenſüreth Adul- 
tery as adiſgracefulSin, becauſe the Price of it is Death. 


8. For the Eighth, The putting Jo/eph's Cup. 
into the Mouth of the Sack, was enough, tho“ a- 


mong the Egyptians, to.clap his Brethren in Priſon; 
4nd God forbid, tay they. rh ould do this, 

againſt Timocras 2 
urges the Lacedemonian Law, in the very Words of 


this Precept, Thou ſhalt not ſteal. And Hefiad's 8 


Precept enjoins Men not to poſſeſs ſtolen Goods. nds 
9. Fox the Ninth, Becauſe Judab had promiſed 


to ſend a Kid, he would not break has Promiſe, tho? 


(as he thought) he had given it to a Harlot, Chap. 
XXXYU1. 17. 20, 1 e auf of the Laws of 


the twelve Tables at Rome, He that ſhall Bear 


* falſe Witneſs yk ou him be caſt down from the Tar- 
* pęian Rock.. And Phocylides adviſeth, not to 
utter Lies, but to ſpeak the Much in all T hings: * oy 

10. Anp for the 2 There was no Act that 
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Gentiles having the Law written” in their meet 
were inexcuſable. _ 

"From all which it appears, that notwithſtanding 
the Corruption of Nature (this V. talks of) by the 
| F all, Mankind were not only ſenſible of the Obliga- 
tion of the Lay of Nature, but. in all the principal 
Duties of Morality, were able to comply with-it. - 
And as all 80d Men were directed to their moral 
Duties by the Dictates of this Law, ſo were they ta 
that of a neceſſary Self- defence: For conſidering his 
the Preſervation of themſelves, and thoſe under their- 
Care is a Dictate of the Law of Nature, they could 
not but conclude that Self-defence, when this can- 
not poſſibly be done otherwiſe, muſt be a Duty re- 
ulting from chis Law J it being an indiſputable 
Truth, that whenever it is our Duty to proſecute an 
End, it muſt hkewiſe be our Duty to make Uſe of 

ris, without which that End cannot be 
Hence all thoſe Wars which good Men 
undertook without any ſpeci: I Command | God, 
le to this Law, as appears from their 
having been a Ber dern of by him after they were 
commenc'd. But ha fully diſcours'd this Point 
In the firſt Part of this his Treats,” I ſhall now pro- 
ceed to an Examination of the Vis Reaſdning _ 
| Where perhaps we may diſcover ſo met! 
much to' the redit of his Cauſe, ee. | 
7 3 firſt repreſented n Nikiars- as fit efor 
but to be Fuel for the Fire of Hell, he 
5 ds, I hope Nobody will ſay, that God is the 

« Author of Nature thus corripted,” In which 

Words he endeavours to delude his eren Read - 
Ft, by including a General in à Particular.” He firſt 

deſeribes Man's Nature as a meer Maſs of Corrup- 
tion, and then, hoping his Reader would look no 
farther, he exults as if he had gain d his Point 3 
or he hopes no Body will ſay that God is the Au- 


c * thus * And tho- * do 
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bis Argument will be never a Whit ü the more . 
; br: 7g Here then we have a Specimen of his 
Candour: For can it be ſuppoſed that he is ſo ig- 
norant as not to diſcern the Fallacy of his own Re 
ſoning ? I think not. Tha all Nature comprehend- 
ed in the human Nature f The Natufe o Man i " 
I hope, but a Part, a ſmall inconſiderable Part of 
Nature; but can a Part contain the whole? Grant- 
ing human Nature was corrupted, doch it therefore 
follow, that all Nature muſt be corrupted? Muſt 
the Corruption of Man's Nature alter the Nature of 
Things; confound Right and Wrong, and take a- 
pay all Diſtinction between moral Good and Evil? 

f not, then a Man may juſtly fay, that God is 
the Author of that Part of Nature which never was 
corrupted; and this is all we contend for. But we. 
cannot help thinking, that God is the Author A 

that Part of Nature too which is thus corruj 
tho? not of the Corruption itſelf ; which to 
would incur ſuch a Cenſure as this V. 1 8 
would nor like. © The Nature, ſays he, and the 
Light of Nature he was the Author of, was holy, 
innocent and perfect. > Is not this an evident In- 
Hinuation, that the Law of. Light of Nature was | 
_ Corrupted by the Fall, as well as Man's Nature 4 
That the eternal Law of Righteouſneſs, which 
would have been the Rule of Man's Practice, had he 
I kept his Innocency, was by the Fall deſtroyed 5, 
His Words can be conſtrued no otherwiſe than to 
import, that that Nature, and the Light of 
Nature, which was holy, innocent; and perfect, 
and of Which God was the Author, was now no 
where ; whence he concludes, that Nature 
being univerſally corrupted by the Fall, twas abſurd 
"= his Acverfary to Bale of a Law or ks of Na- 
ture. If this be a wrong 5 0 hg Mean- 


— 


— —ͤ Ie my — — —— Ss E * 
— — — — — WS — —_—_ — — = * _ 


— — 
S 


» 
" 
| 
1 
Mi 
{1 
0 ft, 
nt 
[1% 
i * 
- 1 4 
: of). 
178 
| 
4 i 
HET. 
1 
Af 
Net 
wi. 
* „ 
1 
= f - 
7 
? 
' * 
A 1 
BR 
— 1 
1 
*' TH 
# 
- of 
N 899 
058 
W' 
5 
"ft q 
ih 
. 
ih! 
15 
þ 
dey 
Tit 
. it q | 
1 14 
J . 
Wil 
- 2660 
14 
Fd 
nn 
T vl 
* 
| 
4 
q | 
6 
i 
$7 
! 
15 


bo ot, © * 
. .£% 34 
8 5 = 
_— — * — 8 * 1 „ ons gh onus Hip 
. EZ God ERR ASE IE 3 — 
— — — — 
TFT 


— A 8 
ZR — 


— BEI 

— — —ũ—34ͤ — — 
— = 7 —— 

FAD: IRIS R SS 


— ñ—————— 
. —-—-— 
2 — 

= . —— 


ing, he muſt blame ſel N 
mii of 1 other. 
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Bur that Nature was univerſally corrupted by the 


Fall, is an impious Falſhood. For the natural and 


eternal Relations of Things, as Goodneſs, Juſtice, 


Righteouſneſs; Love, Gratitude, good Faith, and 


the whole Syſtem of moral Principles, which con- 


ſtitute that eternal Law of Righteouſneſs, whereby 


every rational Being is bound by the very Conſtitu- 


_ tion of his Nature to regulate his moral Actions (as 


1 have ſhewn already) is as holy; innocent, and 


= * 


perfect, ſince the Fall, as before; The Fallacy lies 
in the Word Nature, which he ſhould have limited 
to the particular Nature he had been deſcribing ; 
but this would not have ſerv'd his Turn, viz. To 
prove there was no ſuch Thing as the Law of Na- 
ture: And therefore like a true Sophiſt, he lays 
hold of the equivocal Term Nutare, and after hav- 


ing deſcrib d one particular Species of Nature, and 


made it as black as Hell, he attributes to univerſal 


Nature, what he had deſcribed as peculiar to that 


* 


particular Species; and ſo thinks he has overſet 


his Adverſary's Doctrine taken from the Law or 


Light of Nature; 


3 


Tuts is juſt fich wretched Reaſoning, as if one 


ſhould fay, in Oppoſition to another: maintaining, that 


_ Chriſt is the Author of the Catholick Church; 
The Catholick Church is ſo monſtruouſly corrup- 


Chry# hath now no Church upon 


* ted, that ſhe is become a meer Chaos of Anti- 


< Chriſtian Darkneſs (meaning the Church of Rome) 
* will any one venture to ſay; that Chriſt is the Au- 
© thor of the Catholick Church thus corrupted ? 


The Catholick Church that Chriſt was the Author 


© of, was holy, innocent, and pure.” Now will 


any Man ſay, that this would be a good zent 


againſt the Exiſtence of the Church of Chriſt ? 


| Becauſe a Part of the Catholick Church is degenerat- 
ed, doth it therefore follow, that the whole Com- 


y of the Faithful are fo far 425 as that 
And yet 
- —" 
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- 


the Opponent by the equivocal Terms, Catholirk 
Church, which, as apply'd by the Papiſts, are ſpe- 


impoſes upon his Reader's Aſſent, that Chriſt can- 
not be the Author of the Catholick Church, and ſo 
impoſes 4 Falſho6d upon them: Will any Man fay, 


ſays the Opponeiit, that Chriſt is the Author of the 


Catholick Church thus corrupted ? No, I believe 
ho Man will ſay that Chriſt is the Author of the 
Corruption: But doth it therefore follow, that he 


is not the Author of the Catholick Church, which _ 


conſiſts of the whole Company of the Faithful? 


JosT ſo is it, as to the Point in Debate; becauſe 


Man by the Fall corrupted his own Nature, doth it 


| therefore follow, that the Law of Nature was cor- 
rupted ? And becauſe God cannot be ſaid to be th 


Author of the Cofruption of Man's Nature, doth it 


| N ? 

| WM therefore follow, that he cannot be faid to be the 
: Author of human Nature, and the Law of Nature? 
+ | 
r 


| + The Nature, ind the Light of Nature, he was 
„the Author of, was holy, innocent, and perfect ; 
but the Corruption in Nature, from whence pro- 

e ceeded Violence and Bloodſhed, was occaſioned 
x by adheting to the Voice of Satan, ſays the Y. 
; If by the Light of Nature he means the Law of 


- Nature, as his Words neceſſarily import, I have - 


made it appear to every unprejudiced Reader, that 
this Law is as holy, innocent, and perfect, as ever 
it was; as being nothing but the Immutdble Will of 


nal Powers, whereby we diſcovef this Will of God, 
and our Duty therein Contained, I have ſhewn 
likewiſe on this Head, that human Nature was not 


1 their 


m the leaſt affect our 1 becauſe we are 
N wh E 2 
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dial, but as apply'dby other Chriſtians, ate general; 


God himſelf, written in the great Books of Nature. 
And if by the Light of Nature he means thoſe ratio- 


To much depraved by the Fall, as thereby to render 
Men wholly OY to diſcover this Will of God 
uty. And what follows doth 2 
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err 
| pleading for Violence and Bloodſhed, but for a ne- 
ceſlary Self-defence ; and tho! it be true, that Vio- 

lence and Bloodſhed proceeded from that Corruption 
of Nature which was occaſioned by adhering to the 
Voice of Satan, yet it will not follow, that neceſſary 
Self-defence is ſinful, more than it will follow, that 
becauſe the Neceſſity of earning our Livelihood with 
the Sweat of our Brows, was occaſioned by adher- 
ing to the Voice of Satan, therefore tis ſinful to la- 
beur with our Hands the Things that are good, for 
the neceſſary Support of ourſelves and Families. If 
Violence and Bloodſhed happen to enſue upon a ne- 
ceflary Self-defence, this indeed proceeds from the 
Corruption of Nature occaſionally, but not as a 
Cauſe : That the Corruption of Nature which was 
occaſioned by adhering to the Voice of Satan, was 
the Occaſion of what Bloodſhed and Violence might 
enſue from a neceſſary Self-defence, I grant; be- 
rauſe if there had been no Corruption, there would 
have been no lawleſs Violence; and had there been 
no lawleſs Violence, there would have been no Need 
of Reſiſtance; and conſequently no Bloodſhed and 
Violence enſuing from thence : But there is a wide 
Difference between a neceſſary Effect, and an acci- 
dental Conſequence; between a Cauſe and an Occa- 
ſion. Sin is the Cauſe of our greateſt Sorrow, but 
it is only the Occaſion of that godly Sorrow that 
worketh Repentance. The Fall of Adam was the 
Occaſion of Chriſt's Sufferings; but it would We 
very abſurd to ſay that this was the Cauſe of his Suf- 
Terings, whether efficient, inſtrumental, or final. 
As abſurd is it in this J. to inſinuate, that that 
Bloodſhed and Violence which may accidentally en- 
ſue from a neceſſary Self-defence againſt lawleſs Vi- 
olence, hath that Corruption for its productive 

_ Cauſe, which was occaſioned by adhering to the Voice 
of Satan, He may as well ſay, that tilling the 


Ground, and lahouring for the Support of . 


W 
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and Families, proceeds from that Corruption Which 
was occaſion'd by 3 to the Voice of Satan 
as its productive Cauſe; for as the latter is only A 
Conſequence of that Corruption, ſo is the former. 
Bur, further, if all Bloodſhed'and Violence Pro- 
ceed from that Corruption which was occaſioned 
by adhering to the Voice of Satan, as a productive 
Cause, and is therefore unlawful; what will this F. 
ſay to all the Bloodſhed and Violence committed by 
as Chriſtian Magiſtrate in the legal Puniſhment of 


Malefactors? Will he fay that all this is unlawful, 


heciuſe it proceeds 850 that Corruption of Nature 
which was occaſioned by adhering to the Voice 6f 
Satan? And if he reply that this cannot be ſaid, be- 
cauſe the Objects of ſuch Violence have forfeited 
their Lives, by becoming Peſts to the C 


where they live, and therefore may juſtly be put o 


Death; ſo ſay 1 with regard to that Violence that 
may enſue upon a Community's defending them- 


ſelves againft a foreign Invader: The Aſſailants ha- 


ving viglated the Laws of God and Nature, and 


put themſelves into a State of War with the Defen- 
ä dants, by attempting to deſtroy them without 

juſt Provocation, have: thereby forfeited their Lives 
to all Intents and Purpoſes, as much as a Robber or 
Murderer; and 0 by the Law of Nature, 
may be as juſtly put to Death as the other, when: the 
ba res can by no other Means: eſcape their Fu- 


If the Viddetice pradtis'd by che Magiſttate 


: RET? upon notorious Offenders,” de not- unlawful, 
tho*. it proceed from that Corruption” of Nature 


which was occaſioned by adhering to the Voice of 


Satan; neither is thatwhich may enfue'upon a Nati- 
on's' defending themſelves againſt "thoſe — his Rare 
turn d Rebels to Gad and Nature, unlawful, tho“ it 
| occaſionally proceed from that Cofruption of Nature 
which was occaſioned” by adhering to the Voice of 


. in * cannot PO os, Vialence by 
E3. ""F 
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Lay bs Methods. Whoever aſſerts the latter, 
| muſt; by a Parity of Reaſon maintain the former. 
Wren the V. ſays, * It is not from the degene- 
* rate fallen Light of Nature that Arguments are to 
P be drawn for the F ormation and Eſtabliſhment of 
* Chriſtian Principles; he ſays juſt nothing at all 
to the Purpoſe. For we draw our Arguments for 
eſtabliſhing our Doctrine, not from the degenerate, 
Wen Lis 40 of Nature, but from that eternal Law of 
| 6 which is as immutable as God him- 
255 and conſequently he is neither fallen nor degene- 
Fate, as I have ſhewn above. Nor moreover dowe 
wow _ Pointin Queſtion { to be aChriſtian Principle; 
ſo far from it, that we have prov'd it to be a Prin- 
Ciple of the Law of Nature ; and that not from the 


degenerate fallen Li ght of Nature, as the Y. loves 


do ſpeak, but from ſelf-evident Propoſitions, | and 
F, acts recorded in Holy Writ“. 

Bur, which makes worſe for him ſtill, this i is not 
the V's Meaning. By Chriſtian Principles, for the 
Formation and Eftabliſhment of which, he ſays At- 
Elm 16 are not to be drawn from the degenerate, 

t of Nature, we are to underſtand the 
1 he js pleading for, viz. the Unlawfulneſs 
| enſive War; that this is his Meaning appears 
{ — the Words immediately following; Neither 
are any from it of any Weight in Oppoſition 
* thereto.” Now this is a ſhameleſs begging 88108 the 
Queſtion ; for we are fo far from allowing him 
Principle, or granting it to have any Foundation in 
the Chriſtian Religion, that we deny it to have any 
Foundation in Nature; and till he produces better 
Arguments in ſupport of i it, than any we have ſeen 
yet, we think we ſhould wrong t the Truth were we 
to do otherwiſe. 
Tux next Paſſage of this V. that ſeems to affect 
* * De n Page 5. of his Anſwer ; 


nh 
: e 


. 


EF NN 4m 


where, after having repeated theſe Words of his 
Adverſary, War was lawful under the Old Teſta- 
ment Diſj penſation, and therefore it is lawful under 
the New, he ſays, Let us ſee how this extraordina- 
ry Inference will hold in other Caſes ; Burnt-offer- | 


"A. 


4 % 


X therefore fo now ?* 


Anſwer. But the V. ſhould conſider" theſe Caſes 


are nowiſe parallel. Burnt-offerings, Sacrifices and 
Circumciſion, were typical of the Goſpel Diſpenſa- 


tion, and were fo ceaſe of courſe when that was e- 


ſtabliſhed. They were Parts of the C eremonial 


Law, which was to continue only till the coming of 
Chriſt, who was to eſtabliſh a new Law in its Room. 


This whole Diſpenſation was made up of Types 


and Shadows, whereof Chriſt + was the Subſtance ;' 3 
but when Chriſt came, theſe all neceſſarily vaniſhed * 


The Picture being finiſhed, chere was no farther 


Need of the 5 Draught. But with relation 
to a neceſſary Selk defence, 1 Caſe is very diffe- 
rent; if ol was lawful under the Old Teſtament, 
by virtue of the Law of Nature (as I have proved 
tit was) it muſt likewiſe be lawful under the New ; 

not only becauſe there is no Precept there prohibiting 


it, but becauſe the Grounds and Reaſons thereof are 
the very ſame now they were then. Sacrifices and 


Circumciſion are not to be uſed now, becauſe there 
is no. Occaſion for them ; but there is as great Occas 


ſion. for Defenſive War as ever there was; ſo that 


* evident the Caſes are not Parallel. The. adds, 


« But we are farther told, it is certain that God ap- 
. proved of, and appointed his er to make War 
« under the Law of Moſes, and by the moral Law. 
The ſixth Commandment doth undoubtedly im- 
« ply a lawful War; for if we muſt not kill others, 
s much leſs ourſelves ;/ and if we muſt have na 
8 n in our own Death, We malt defend out 


M "ook 


* 
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3 ings, Sacrifices, and Circumciſion, were lawful | 
under the Old Teſtament Diſpenſation, | ar S they 
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« Life againſt unjuſt Vie ence, which ſometimes can- 
not be done wibeg Now the bleſſed Jeſus 
© never came to os roy No moral Law of Nature, 
© but to. fulfil it.. To which he replies, A poſi- 
tive Precept is; made to imply its direct Reverſe; 
CA Command: not to kill, is implied to authorize 

2 Killing.“ Hefe we have another Specimen of his 

Learning and Candour. In the firſt Place he ſpeaks 

Nonſenſe i in Grammar; and in the ſecond he groſly 

miſrepreſents his Adverſary, and abuſes his Reader, 

by putting ſuch a Conſtruction on his Words, as 
| 7 they will by no Means admit of, He has no where | 
. * that a Command not to kill, is pad . 8 
| ' thorize Killing; nor can any T e it be fairly. 
inferred from his Words. oe hg hee and falſe 
OConſtruction, of the V's own framing z and if it is 
= Abſurdity, he muſt anſwer for it. 
His Adyerſary, I dare ſay, never imagined that 
ſixth Commandment forbids all Killing, but on- 
all Killing that is Murder. And if he Thank ſo, 
What Opinion muſt he have of Magiſtrates, eſpeci: 
ally thoſe of his own Friends, who make no more 
Scruple to kill in their Way than others do? In or- 
der therefore to do Juſtice to his Adverſary, he 
ought to have put his Words in their true Light, , 
and then they would have run thus; As the Sixth 
Commandment forbids dg, it neceſſarily im- 
plies an Authority or Right to kill in a lawful War. | 
And this is ſo far from being an Abſurdity, — 
phope it will appear to be an evident Truth. That 
the Sixth Commandment implies a Defenſive W 
(and the Author of the ermon meant no o cher) | 
fl prove thus z.. 1 
Ir by Virtue . 8 a Sin to de- 
| ſtroy myſelf, it muſt by the Terms be a Duty to 
erve myſelf; and if it be my Duty to preſetve 
yſelf, it muſt likewiſe be my Duty to defend my- 
&lf ; againſt 8 Violence, when I cannot 5 55 
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my own Preſervation otherwiſe ; and if it be my 
Duty to defend myſelf 


wife, it muſt be my Duty to do it by ſuch Means, 
and in ſuch a Manner, as without which I cannot 

_ poſſibly effect it; and if I cannot poſſibly effect it 
without Defenſive War, it cannot be unlawful to 
engage in it. But to bring the Argument cloſer 
ſtill; If by Virtue of this Command, it be a Sin for the 
| Magiſtrate to deſtroy his Subjects, it muſt by the 
Terms, as well as by Virtue of his Office, be his 
Duty to protect them; and if it be his Duty to pro- 
tect them, it muſt be his Duty to defend them a- 
all Injuſtice and Wrong; and if it be his Du- 

ty to Gelen them againſt all Injuſtice and Wrong, 
it muſt be his Duty to do it by ſuch Means, and in 
ſuch a Manner, as without which it cannot poſſibly 
be done; and if it cannot poſſibly be done without 
oppoſing Force to Force, in the Uſe of carnal Wea- 
pons, it cannot be unlawful in him to uſe theſe 
Means. Nay fo far is it from being unlawful, that 

by Virtue of this Command, it ul be his indiſpen- 
ſible Duty to uſe ſuch Means, when the Preſervati- 
on of his innocent Subjects cannot be. ſecured with- 
out them, Every Magiſtrate then being 
virtue of this Command, not only to.abſtain from 
fr proc his Subjects, but to uſe all poſſible Meang 
or preſe 


mand to engage in a Defenſive War, when this is 


the only Mean left in his Power for effecting theſe | 


valuable 115 unleſs it can be made a 


; appear 
that ſuch a preſly 1 by a Goſpel 


Precept ; dich, al ewn above, cannot be 
done. From all which 5 conclude that the South 
e doth WO. imply Dete: 


» $7, 2 £5 
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againſt lawleſs Violets, | 
when I cannot ſecure my own Preſervation other- 


bound by. 


their Lives, Liberties, and Proper- 
8 he is likewiſe bound by virtue of this Com- 
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Tux V. further adds, I would now aſk, is the 
J moral Command, Thou ſhalt not kill, beſt fulfill'd 
or kept by e In ac the Goſpel to forbid 
War, or to allow of it? To which 1 * by. 
aſking another Queſtion, Is the moral Command, 
Thou ag not kill, beſt d or kept by _ 
ſtanding the Goſpel to forbid All capital gent heel 
or to allow of them ? to forbid Magiſtracy, or to al- 
low of it? Is the moral Command, Thou ſhalt not 
\ covet, beſt fulfill'd or kept by thoſe who under- 
| ſtand the Goſpel to forbid Chriſtians to Jabour for 
the Meat that periſheth, to take no Thought for 
Food and Raiment, not to lay up Treaſures upon 
Earth, c. or to allow of the Things ? But the 
J. before we can give a direct Anſwer to his Queſ- | 
tion, muſt explain his Terms, and tell us what he 
means by Var; if he means by this Term, a law- 
leſs Attack, upon innocent Men, we anſwer, The 


by underſtanding the Goſpel to RPE it; but if by 
this Term he means a neceſſary Self-defence ala 

lawleſs Violence, we anſwer, It is beſt, fulfilled by 
underſtanding the Goſpel to allow it. Nay. to un- 
derſtand the Goſpel to forbid War in the latter Senſe, 
and aft accordingly, when there is a Neceſlity for 
ſuch a War, is ſo far from being the beſt Way ta 
fulfil this Command, that in the Magiſtrate it muſt | 
be a groſs Violation of it. The beſt Way to fulfil 
the — Command, Thou ſhalt not kill, "would oe 
for all Men to underſtand the Goſpel to forbid all 
Kinds of Injuſtice and Wrong, and to act according- 
ys __ 55 it 1 5 ley _ 808 gif 

ontrary to the Goſpel in puni 

who * not conform to Goſpel Rules; ſo far den 
it, that he is bound by virtue of the Goſpel ſo to 


yere he "to refuſe or neglect it, neee 


moral Precept, Thou ſhalt not kill, is beſt fulfilled 


do, e one main Eno. eee So that 


* 


As to the V's ERR Words, 0 Where FEE 
* is one of thoſe who take it in its firſt Senſe ſlain, 
s are there not many Thouſands 7 the latter Kill'd 
* in the Practice of Fighting? | reply by aſking 
another Queſtion, Where one of thoſe that look d 
fron Chriſtianity as à cynningly devis'd Fable have 


fuffer d, have not many Thouſands been ſlain in . 
maintaining it to be the Power of God unto Salvati- 


on? Where there is one of thoſe who take it in its 
firſt Senſe, ſuffers, are there not many Thouſands 
of the latter martyr d in the Profeſſion of the Goſ- 


? Is it therefore wrong to take Chriſtianity in the 


latter Senſe ? And 3 that ſo few of thoſe who 
take it in the firſt Senſe, are ſlain, may eaſily be ac- 
counted for; they are like Solomon's prudent Man, 
who foreſeeing the Evil, hides ep 


ſelves out of Harm's Way ; they have learnt ſo 


much of the Wiſdom of the Serpent, as ngt to ex- 


Poſe themſelyes to Violence and Slaughter, ſo long 
as there are other brave Men enough to ſereen them 
from the Danger; who, like ſome among the pri- 
-mitive Chriſtians, ſeem to invite Danger as boldly as 
others ſneakingly ſhun it; being as zealous for their 
Country, as they were for their R jon: So that 

a Man muſt haye a good Comm of his Tem- 
per, that can _ ig Countenance in read] 
theſe Words, inſte 


+ mon) are grounded upon invariable ani | 
* the Nature and Reaſon of Things, and the 
* cannot be altered. 


Tem wy Map cd think 


It. 75 the 
Publick ſink or ſwim, they take Care to keep them- 


"a of being convinc'd by them, 
chat the Sixth Commandment is beſt fulfil d by 
8 underſtand the Gaps to forbid Defen- 


* MoraL Precepts (ith the Author of the Ser- h 
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tlie eil Law d- Upon which 1 remark : 1 
know Nobody that ever ſaid ſo, - viz. that War 
1s a Part of the moral Law. I have prow'd in the 
firſt Part of this Treatiſe, that a neceſſary Self de- 
fence againſt lawleſs Violence is a Dictate of the 
Law o Nature, of which the moral, Law is a 
-Trankripe 3 but neither I nor the A. of the F. have 
ſo much as inſinuated that it was a Part of that Law, 
but only a Duty reſulting from it, and imply d in 
the Precept, Thou halt not kill. 1 have prov'd like- 
wiſe, that as a neceſſary Self-defence againſt a fo- 
reign Enemy, was undoubtedly lawful under the 
Old Teſtament, it muſt be equally fo under the 
New, becauſe the Grounds 9 deaſons are the 
"fame, unleſs it can be made appear, that Chriſt hath | 
by an expreſs Law prohibited it. And I affirm, in 
anſwer to the Queſtion, that tho it be no Part of 
the moral Law, yet it is a Dictate of it, and a ne- 
ceſſary Duty reſulting from it, and therefore will e- 
ver be lawful while there is a Neceſſity for it, un- 
leſs we can ſuppoſe that God will reverſe the Law of 


. Nature, which is as immutable as his own Bei 


The J. farther adds, Now (faith the Sermon) 
if the Almighty has approved of War formerly, 
and there is ſtill the ſame Neceſſity of it under the 
5 Goſpel Diſpenſation as before, it will follow that 
it is equally lawful now, It is abſurd to ſuppoſe 
that the bleſſed God, who is infinite in Wiſdom, 
„ and unalterable in E Nature, would Gbendine | 
| 5 * contrarily at different Periods of Time, concern- 

* ing a Caſe that is ſubſtantially the fame.* 
_ ©" T6 which he replies, If this Manner of Argy 

ing proves any Thing, it proves Offenfive War 
as lawful as Defenſive. God approv d of the 1 
'© raelites taking away the Poſſeſſions of many Nati- 
* ons, he commanded them to deſtroy ſome utter- 
„ ly bs it thetefore equally” lawful. to do ſo now, 
1 ee we have his Command or we) on 

; ar 


wes PE NSIVE-WAR 3% 
5 War that he app rov'd of formerly, was underta- 


© ken by his Counſel and Direction. Upon which 
I remark, That the 7. miſrepreſents his Ae 
here again, when he ſays, He commanded them 
© to deſtroy ſome utterly ;* ; whereas his Adverſary 
doth not ſo much as infinuate, thro? the whole Pa- 
ragraph, that God commanded War, but only that 
he approv*d of it: So that the War the V. inſtan- 
ceth in, is not a ſimilar Caſe. God's approving of 


ſome War formerly, which he did not command, 


is the Author's Argument, and is all that was neceſſa- 
ry to infer his Concluſion, viz. that Defenſive War 


is lawful under the Goſpel. But to gain the Aſſent 


of his ignorant Readers, the 7. puts ſuch Words in 
his Adverſary's Mouth, as beſt ſuit his own 
Turn, and "GS exults as if he had the better of the 
Argument. God commanded the I/raehtes, ſays 
+ hs, to deſtroy ſome utterly, is it therefore equally 
* lawful to do ſo now?“ Which Queſtion is quite 
impertinent, as being grounded on à falſe Suppoſi- 

tion, as if his Adverſary had ſaid, If the Almighty 
has commanded War formerly, Sc.“ whereas he 


ſays no ſuch Thing: His Words are, If the Al- 


mighty has approv'd of Wat formerly, Sc. He 
likewiſe repreſents him as arguing in Defence of War 
' without Diſtinction, which is another Specimen of 
his Candour : Whereas he is arguing only for the 
Lawfulneſs of Defenſive War, as is evident from the 
Title and whole Tenor of the Sermon, and which 

this V. could not be ignorant of. How then he 
could fay, That his Manner of arguing, if it 
* prov'd any Thing, would prove Offenſive War 

© 2as-lawful as Defenſive,” can never be accounted 
for to his Credit: For *tis evident to every Bod 
that can diſcover a true Syllogiſm from a bare · fac d 
Sophiſm, that it is otherwiſe. 


Trz Author's Words 3 into Form der 
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If the Almighty has approved of Defenſive War 
formerly, becauſe it was a neceſſary Means under 
Divine Providence to protect innocent Men from 
the lawleſs Attacks of foreigfl Enemies, Defenſive 
War was undoubtedly lawful, becauſe he can ap- 
prove of nothing that is not ſo : But Defenſive War 
is as neceſſary, in the Hand of Divine Providence, 
to protect innocent Men from the lawleſs Attacks 
of foreign Enemies, under the Goſpel Diſpenſation, 
as it was formerly, ergo Defenfive Waris lawful un- 


der the Goſpel. But if what the 7. ſays be true, viz. 


© That the £s Manner of arguing proves Offen- 
five War as lawful as Defenſive, his Argument re- 
duc' d into Form, will ſtand thus ; If the Almighty 
has approv d of Defenſive War formerly, becauſe 
it was neceſſary, Sc. Defenſive War was then law- 

ful; but Defenſive War is as neceſſary under the 
Goſpel as formerly, therefore Offenſive War is law- 
ful under the Goſpel. Here is a Concluſion inferr d 
that is not to be Found ih the Premiſes. The Sub- 
ject of the Premiſes is, War Defenſive; the Subject 


of the Conclufion is, War Offenſfve, © © 


Suppoſe the Vindicator were to argue ih Defence 
of Divine Revelation, thus ; If God Almighty ap- 
prov'd of Revelation formerly, and there is ſtill the 
ſame Neceſſity of it now, it will follow, that it is 
equally lawful now. And ſuppoſe ſome one ſhould 
reply, this Manner of arguing proves Judaiſm as 
lawful as Chriſtianity « God commanded the Jes 
to keep Faſts, and obſerve Holy-days, to offer Sas 
crifices, arid worſhip in the Temple; is it therefore 
equally lawful to do fo now, whether we have 
God's Command or not? How would the . like 
this Manner of arguing? Would he allow that the 


Argument (proving Divine Revelation to be lawful 


now, from the Divine Approbation of it formerly) 
|= Fudaiſm as lawful as Chriſtianity ? Or the 
Temple Services e the ſpricaat Memup er Que 


. 
— 
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ker Meetings? Would he not think it his Duty to 
wipe off ſo foul an Aſperſion, by detecting and = | 
ſing the Sophiſtry 45 Falſhood of his Adverſary 
| Nag and proving his own to be right, if 0 Te 
miſrepreſented ? which he might do, thus ; If the 
Almighty has approv'd of Revelation formerly be- 
cauſe it was neceſſary to teach Men their Duty more 
clearly, Se. it follows, that it was lawful ; but there 
is the 8 Neceſſity now for R ai there was 
formerly; ergo Revelation is now lawful. This 
would Wy a fair Concluſion from the Premiſes, and 
the only one which in Truth could be inferrꝰd from 
them. How would he then like to be told ; No, 
this is not the true Inference from your Argument; * 
the true Inference from your Argument is, Ergo 
Judaiſin, and the whole Feiſe Ritual is now law- 
ful. Now this would be juſt ſuch Meaſure as he 
metes to his Adverſary on this Point. The native 
Inference from his Adverſary's Premiſes, as I have 
ſhewn, is this; Ergo Defenſive War is lawful un- 
der the Goſpel. But the V. tells him no, the Infe- 
rence from his Argument is this; Ergo not only 
Offenſive War, but ſuch as was chat againſt the Se- 
ven Nations, is now lawful. For your Manner of 
arguing, ſays he, not only proves Offenſive War, 
but ſuch a War as that which the Iraelites made 
upon the Seven Nations at God's Command, as 
lawful as Defenſive 
Tux Author's Argument being thus clear'd from 
the Ys falſe Repreſentation, the inſulting Queſtion, 
15 * therefore equally lawful to do ſo now, whether we 
e his Command or not ? which he propoſes with 
woch an Air of Victory, ſhamefully recoils upon 
himſelf, as being no ways inferrable from the Argu- 
ment of his Adverſary, but is the meer Creature of 
his own Invention. 
Tux War, fays the 2 chat he a pproved of - 
* formerly, was undertaken * hu Com Di 
>, = 


1 


7 


a e an not undemaken Ar 


0 | Diredion.” Sg we SG 1 Sr pecimen of 
'his Sophiſtry. What doth he mean by the War 5 
This . tho? literally true, yet is nothing 
to his Purpoſe ; which is to prove that God never 
'approv'd of any War but what was undertaken 
by his Counſel wit Direction. The War, if it can 
mean any Thing, muſt mean the War with the Se- 
ven Nations, and this no doubt God approv d „ 
becauſe he commanded it; but what is this to the 
1 of confuting his Adverſary, or proving that 
his Manner of arguing proves Offenſive War as 
lawful as Defenſive ? Doch it follow, that becauſe 
God approv d of this particular War which was un- 
dertaken by his Command, that he never approv' d 
of any that was undertaken without his Command ? 
By no K If the V. had intended to prove by 
theſe Words, that his Adverſary's Manner of argu- 
ing prov'd fuch a War as that againſt the Seven Na- 
tions as lawful as a Defenſive (ahich he would fain do 
if poſſible) he ſhould have form'd them thus; 
Whatever War God approv' d of formerly, was un- 
dertaken by his Command, or in his own equivoca- 
ting Words, by Bis Coun fel and Direction. Then he 
would have faid ſomething to his Purpoſe, could he 
have prov'd it, and might have told the World with 
a much better Grace, that his Adverſary's Manner 
of arguing proves Offenſive War as lawful as Defen- 
five. But if he cannot do this, the leaſt Attonement 
he can make, for abuſing his Author, and impoſirig 
upon the World evident Falſhoods inſtead of Truths, 
is to beg God's Pardon, and confeſs his Ignorance ; 
or elſe frankly own the true Reaſon of ſuch wretched 
Quibbling and Prevarication. 

Bur to clear this Matter Rurcher Kill I will now 
prove, for this Y*s Conviction, or Confutation, from 
two Inſtances, that the Almighty approv d of ſome 


- 
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Command, or, as the J. himſelf expreſſes | it, by 
his Counſel-and Direction. 
1. Taz Patriarch Abraham, as we < hab. Gen. xiv. 
15. made War upon the four Kings for recovering 
his beloved Friend and Kinſman Lot; which tho 
not directly in his on Defence, yet it was Tantamount, 
as being grounded on the ſame Principles of Reaſon 
and Equity ; which I prove thus; e 


a2 Right to defend himſelf, and What is his, againſt 


* the Violence of a lawleſs Invader, he may certain- 


© ly endeavour to recover what has been by any 
* kind of Violence or Villainy taken from him; for 
as the Power to take any thing from another, 
gives no Right to it, it follows, that the Right 
to that which has been taken from its Owner, a- 
gainſt his Will, remains ſtill where it was; he 
$; may ſtill truly call it his, and if it-be his, he may 
Auſe it as his, which if he who took it away, or any 
© other, ſhall hinder him from doing, that Man is 
even here the Aggreſſor, and the Owner does but 
defend himſelf, and what is his. Which Reaſon- 
ing being apply d to the Caſe of Abrabam, who 
made War upon thoſe Kings with no other View 
but to recover a Part of his own Family, it will 
ſhew that this was in Effect a Defenſive War. And 
St. Auguſtine ſaith, * That Nation may juſtly by 
s * Arms be aſſaulted, which ſhall 1 either to 
puniſh their own Subjects for Injuries by them 
1 * or to reſtore that which by Force was ta- 
ken away.“ And this was juſt Arabam's Caſe, 
Now Abraham had no ſpecial Commiſſion from God 
to undertake this War: Here was no Divine Coun- 
ſel nor Direction out of the ordinary Courſe of 
e ee 3 and yet it was approv'd of by God, 
pears from Verſe 19. Melchiſedeck, mia was 

Pr of the moſt High God, bleſſed God for the 
Victory; which, had the Undertaking been unlaw- 
1 * * OE would not have done. ' 
F 2. AnoTus. 


A 
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* 2 Auornzx Inſtance of the lke Nature r 
have in Exodus xvii. 9. 
dDommanded the Ihueli hu the 
err cen Defence, ee op 
8'd their Faſſage into the Land of Canaan; ancl it 
Aoth not appear that in this he eonſulted God at all. 
Now here is another Inſtance of a War that was not 
ꝛundertaken by God's. Counſel and Direction, 
und yet was approved of by him, as we learn 
from Verſe 14. And the Lord Yaid: wo: Moſes, 
ritt this for a Memorial in a Book, and rehearſe at . 
Abe Ears of Joſhua. That theſe Wars were a 
to the Law of Nature, is evident from hence, -— 5 
God approved of them, tho“ undertaken wWith- 
out his ſpecial Command; for he can no more ap- 
prove of any ching contrary to this, than he can 
change his Own Being, or take away all Diſtinction 
between moral Good and Evil. +7 binge: which are 
morally Evil (and fucti are all Things contrary to 
che Law of Nature) can, never be an Object of Di- 
vine Approbation, but muſt neceſſarily he condem- 
ned 4 him Pane: eternal and necefi ary Rechiuce of 


ou Tantamount., as 1 eden, eee * Liver Was 
undertaken by the [/razhies to defend themſelves 
From the 332 a; an Enemy, that by Force of 
© Paſlage into their own Land 3 
1 by nente to recover 
F iy eee lavicks — a had nen 
[Captives. No if ſuch a War was lawful then (as 
appears it was) there being tlie ſame Neceſſity ſtill 
for Self- defence, ir will folloz, that Self. defence is - 
equally lawful now, unleſs a Law of the — 4 
ean be produc od which e eſly forbids: i cg 
„ TRERE is à manifeſt Difference herwank God's: 
proving thoſe Wars tliat were undertaken by.goc 0 
Jens * no eee o * 1 


$ 0 


of Nature, antecedent to all - poſitive Precepts 
whatſoever, and therefore were approved of by 
God; but the latter were only lawful becauſe God 


dertaken by his ſpecial Command. The firſt were 
undertaken "as 3g they were agreeable to the Law 


commanded them. He being the abſolute Sove- 


teign of the Univerſe, and the rightful Proprietor of 
all his Creatures, may juſtly diſpoſe of them to 
whom, and in what Manner, he pleaſes. Tis true 


God cannot diſſolve the Obligation of the preceptive 
Law of Nature, or change the Natures of Good and 


Evil. For altho' he be omnipotent, yet we muſt 
always ſuppoſe his infinite Power to be conjoin'd 
with infinite Goodneſs, elſe it is no Divine Power; 


and therefore, Poſſe malum, non eff Poſſe; i. e. It is 


ho Power but Weakneſs to do Evil“. Nevertheleſs, 

God may alter the Properties of thoſe Things from 
whence . the Reſpects of Good and Evil do reſult, 
as in the 1/raclites deſtroying ſome Nations utterly, 
And taking away their Poſſeſſions, which God may 
juſtly do, 12 ee of his abſolute Dominion; but 


the Change here is not in the Obligation of the Law, 
dut in SE Things themſelves. Murder would be 
an intrinſical Evil ſtill, but that which was done by 
an immediate and explicit Command from God, 
was no Murder, Robbery had been a Sin till, but 


faking Things. alichated from their Properties by 


God. himſelf; was not Robbery. And moreover, 
the Nations upon whom he commanded the 1jra- 
elites to make War, and deftroy ſome of them utter- 
ly, and ſpoil them of their Poſſeſſions, had by their 


Wickedneſs forfeited all to the Sovereign Proprietor 
of the whole World; who might therefore juſtly 
take them away by whatever Inſtruments he pleaſed; 
and as he thought proper to make Ule of the Ma- 


elites for that Purpoſe, they did no Wrong in taking 
away t their PofſEliont, and ebene man, of them 
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the bare Law of Nature; and thoſe that were un- 
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utterly, becuule they did only what God commanded 
them, which, to have refuſed, would have been 
Rebellion ; whereas had they undertaken ſuch a 


War without God's Command, it would never have 


been approved of by him, becauſe it would have 
been a manifeſt Violation of the Law of Nature. In 
this Caſe they would have been guilty of Robbery 
and Murder, and therefore God could never have 
approv'd of it. The Reaſons of the firſt- mentioned 
Inſtances, were founded in the Law of Nature, 
which is the eternal Rule of „ e which 
Reaſons will continue the ſame, ſo long as it is rea- 
ſonable that the Innocent ſhould not ſuffer Injury by 
the violent Hands of the Guilty; or, in other 
Words, ſo long as there ſubſiſts any Difference be- 
tween moral Good and Evil: But = laft-mentioned 
Inſtances were in Conſequence of an expreſs Com 
mand of God, fourfded upon Reaſons peculiar to 
the Circumſtances of thoſe Times in which it was 

wen. The I/razhtes were under a 7 Beocracy; 
God himſelf was their King and Sovereign in a 
more peculiar Manner than to any other People. 
He not only undertook their Tutelage thro* a De- 
fart Country, in which he protected and fupported 
them in a miraculous Manner many Years, but pro- 
mis'd to fettle them in a fertile Land, and on 

onthem great Poſſeſſions. 

Axp as the Inhabitants of the Seven Ne had 
by their Rebellion againſt God forfeited all, he was 
x fot to give a fpecial Commiſſion to his own pe- 
.culiar People, to drive them out, and take Poſſeſſi- 
on. But that extraordinary Diſpenſation being long 
tince expired, and all Nations being now under an 
ordinary Providence, as to their civil Policy, there 
are not the ſame Grounds and Reafons for ſuch a 
Practice, and therefore it ceaſes of Courſe. the 
ſame Grounds and Reaſons ſubſiſt now, as did chen we 


may N God would act in che fame Manner ; 
a but 
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but they ceaſing, the Practice ceaſed. With MPs 
The Iſraelites were commanded to deſtroy ſome 
Nations utterly, and to take Poſſeſſion of their In- 
heritance, and this no doubt God approved of, be- 
cauſe he commanded it, and in thoſe Circumſtances 
in which this Command was given, it was agreeable 

to the Law of Nature; for God can command no- 
thing repugnant to that, as I obſerved above; yet, 
in other Circumſtances, when the Grounds and Rea- 
ſons of ſuch a Command ceaſe, we may be ſure 9 
will not 3221 ſuch a Prchiee,. 

Lr this Diſtinction therefore be Fee 
that thoſe Wars which were undertaken by good 
Men, without any ſpecial Command Bom: God: 
and afterwards bebe of by him, were agreeable 

to the Law of Nature, and conſequently lawful ; 
and while the Grounds and Reaſons of them conti- 
nue, will ever be ſo; but thoſe Wars that were un- 
dertaken by the Iſraelites, at the ſpecial Command 
of God, being founded upon Reaſons that could 
ſubſiſt no longer than the >. ee laſted, . tho? they a 
were lawful then, while the Reaſons of them conti- 
nued, yet they ceas'd to be ſo, when the Reaſons 
G Let this Diſtinction, I ſay, be remembered. 
and it will be an-cafy Matter to anſwer the P's 23 
Queſtion ; * Is it therefore lawful to do fo now, 
whether we have any Command or not ?' No, it is 
not lawful now to take away Mens Poſſeſſions and 
| Lives, tho' it was then; becauſe Circumſtances being 
altered, and the Reaſons of ſuch a Practice being cea+ 
ſed, God Almighty does not give Men ſuch a Com- 
mand, and that becauſe he can do nothing without 
83 But then it doth not follow from hence, 
that it is not equally lawful now to make ſuch a War 
as Men under the Old Teſtament did, for the 
| | whereof they had no other Direction 
a of Nature, which Law is ſtill common 
= us wich . and 1 this 3 Becauſe 


F 2 „ 


— 
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the ſame Grounds and Reaſons ſubſiſt now as did 
then. Having the ſame Law to direct us, and be- 
ing under che ſame Obligations to defend ourſelves 
from unjuſt Violence, to which- we are equally lia- 
ble, it muſt conſequentiy be as lawful for us ta 
defend ourſelves, by oppoſing Force to Force, as it 
was for them; unleſs, as-I ſaid before; Chriſt by an 
expireſs Precept in the Goſpel has prohibitted it. 
He further adds, The latter "Part of the Para- 
* graph does not belong to the Argument, unleſs it 
s firſt prov d, either that People Now- a. days have 
the expreſs Command of God to go to War :---- 
e har he hath determined Man to be a fuffiGient 
is Judge when it is ſuitable, and when not.* ' 
To which I reply :- The firſt Part of this Re- 
W is falſe, as ſufficiently appears from what Thaye 
faid above; "arid the latter Part is already anſwered. 
For I have prov'd, to the Conviction of every un- 
prejudic'd Reader, "that: Defenſive War is agreeable 
to the Law of Nature, and not contrary to the 
Goſpel, "notwithſtanding the want of an expreſs 
Command of God. From whence it will follow, 


x 


that while Man, by the Exerciſe of his rational Fa- 


culties, can diſtinguiſh between Right and Wrong, 
Happineſs and Miſery, he-will be a  ſafficierit Ek 
when ſuch a War is ſuitable, and when not. 
Tux Author of the Sermon ſays farther ; © Can 
© we think that God would approve of any Practice 
* formerly, that was contrary to the moral Law ? 
Well, if a juſt War was not contrary to the moral 
Law under the Jewiſh Diſpenſation, and before it, 
* why ſhould it be ſo now in the like Circumſtances. 
of Neceſſity Þ To which the 7. replies, + T have 
© already obſerved, that the Almighty's enjoining 
* and approving of ſome Wars formerly, -does not 
© authorize any Wars begun and catried on at the 
meer Will and Pleafure of Men. The Uke Circum- 
= ' ſtances | of Necelſity muſt be wir We have the di. 
* vying 
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| Wikick Oblerractig" went e proved to 
be Froundleſs and — eng it will not follow, 
that the like Circumiſtances of Neceſſity muſt be 


| N We have the diyine 'Comnghd and; nn 80 
m Tmpolibility'e of Net at 


innocent People from the Wan of! A lavwlels 110 


vader. This was the Ground of thoſe Wars "hy 
were formerly carried on by g 


of by him, vhich is an indiff utable Teſtimony! that 
they were lawful ; and the ſame Grounds and Nea: 
ſos fübfflting till; the fame Practice muſt be lawful 
ill, unles an expreſs Law of God can be produc 

| it. Thar the Goſpel'p all unl. 
ful Wats, as it does all er nl Actions, we 
readily grant; but it no more follows from hence, 
that all Manner of War is unlawful under the Goſ- 


me Actions are lawful, notwirhiſta 

er many unlawful; ſo ſome Wars 'tiay be juſt; 
novwithſtanding. tlie many unjuſt Wars that are car- 

ried on in the World; and tho“ theſe be prohibitect 
by the Goſpel, as all other unjuſt Actions are, yet it 
does not appear that thoſe ate prohibited any farther 


there are 


a as they exceed the Bouncs of Juſtice and Hus? 


F 


amty; and chien tis only tþ Abuſe that is'prohi- 
ited, bur not the Uſe. The blefſed Jeſus Nr 
te ) hath taught ſome Chriſtiaris," boch by. che 
*? inarnediate Dibtates of dus Spirit, and" 
© bf hie Will, wien perſonally upon Earth," 
# « beſt Way! to keep 75 — an 
not Kill, and, bor ſpall lobe 


any, but to love Enemies: I Will ad, by 
* That orgs empty taught: 


Ren 


69. 
alen 


ny expreſs Command from God, and yet approv'd 


„than that all Manner of Adtons are ſo: for as 


z ber 60 harbour! any” ML vill on Nera 5 


4 O08 
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© immediate Dictates of his Spirit tl 


Goſpel, that the beſt Way to keep theſe Command- 
ments, . Ill-will or Revenge #: | 


Doubt, all who deſerve the Name. of "= 
| will acknowledge this, a8 well as this Y. and, 1 


Violence of a foreign 
Subjects, agai 


Enemy ? By the ſame Argument, he ought to bear 
with the moſt villainous Outrages of Cut-throats. 


79 A TREATIS E on 
fo, ere more than they "ca; prove, unle by the | 
Scriptures) but by the. Expreſſion of his Will in a the 


any, but to love ee e 5 
ians, 


doubt not, are as ready to practiſe it in its true and 


proper Senſe. But how does this Argument prove 


the Unlawfulneſs of Self- defence againſt the lawleſs 
Enemy? Becauſe it is every 
Chriſtian's Duty to . no IIl- will or Revenge 
againſt any, doth it therefore follow, that it is the 
Duty of the Magiſtrate to ſuffer a foreign Invader 
to deſtroy himſelf and his Subjects, without any 


: Reſiſtance ? Or, in other. Words, That tis unlaw- 


fl for. the Magitrr to defend himſelf, and his 
the lawleſs Violence of a foreign 


and Rebels among his own Subjects, becauſe this, 
will be the beſt Way to keep the C ommandments, 


© Thou. ſhalt not kill, ST. Thou ſhalt love thy Neigh- 
bour, by not. harbouring any III- will or Revenge a- 


gainſt any, but loving of Enemies. But may not 
the Chriſtian Magiſtrate defend himſelf and his Sub- 


jects againſt a foreign Enemy, without harbouring 


; III-will and Revenge againſt any, as well as put ta 


Death a notorious Criminal, who cannot be pre- 
ſery d without manifeſt Danger to the Community? 
And if ſo, why ſuch a mighty Out- cry againſt a 


Defenſive War, as if it cauld not be undertaken 


without the manifeſt Violation of the Sixth Com- 
mandment, and the Precept of Chriſt, to harbour 
no II- will e or Revenge againſt any, but to love E- 


wile f 


* when "tis evident whe Caſe is quite other - ö 
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wiſe? For if the. Magiſtrate may put to Death 3 
notorious Malefactor, who cannot be preſery* d. 
without manifeſt Danger to the Publick, and yet 
not be chargeable with any Violation of cheſe Com- 
mandments, he may likewiſe, without being 3 
of any Violation of theſe Commandments, ſtrenu⸗ 7 
ouſly defend himſelf and his innocent Subjects a- 
gan the lawleſs Violence of a foreign Invader, ' 
When the Ruin of the Publick cannot be. prevented, *' 
without it. This V. ſhould diſtinguiſh between: 
War Offenſive and Defenſive (but this would have 
diſſerv d his Purpoſe) and even between the Uſe 
and the Abuſe of the latter. 1 acknowledge that even 
2 Defenſive War may be abus d, when Men, in the, 
Management of it, exceed the 3 2 of Juſtice, 
and Humanity; but this is no 1 ment againſt the 
Lawfulneſs of it, but only A ee of 
Mankind, who are too apt to baſs the beſt Things 
of Providence. - Chriſtianity has been abus'd by bad 
Men to very ill Purpoſes, and yet I hope Nobody: * 
will ſay, that therefore the Profeſſion of Chriſtianity, 
is unlawful. . e Injury and Re-. 
venge, and enjoins the of Enemies (ſays the 
F.) and „ tis unlawful for Chriſtians to de- 
fend themſelves againſt a foreign Enemy. Now the mm 
fame Argument will prove it unlawful for the Chri- K 
ſtian Magiſtrate to reſiſt a domeſtick Traitor, or the —_— 
moſt outrageous Villain whatſoever ; for if Refi- Ii 
| ſtance to them can be managed wholly without thele || 
Crimes, and conſiſtent with Chriſt's Precept of loy- -E I 
ing Enemies, ſo may likewiſe Reſiſtance to a foreign 
Enemy. If it cannot, and yet Refiſtance to them 
ETD ged lawful, ſo likewiſe may Re 15 5 1 
fo e Invaders, notwithſtanding the ſame Uu. 
Let them look to it who are guilty of 
Crimes. This can no more hinder honeſt 
Mer from defending themſelves, . or from making 
N eee of the Crimes of oi | 
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Ppreig . But then he tells wg 
| further 1 A Prohibition of Injuries,” and a Com 


mand to endure them, muſt be conſider d as re- 


lative to the Conſe equence if allowed: ASUS 


jury is attended with a Degree of Injuſtice, and 
the enduring | it rather than returning it, evi mn 
_ *-fome Degree, a Chriftian Diſpoſition. Now cons 
© fider that Conſequence with reſpect to greater, 

the enduring of them, rather than returning Evil 
* for Evil, doth certainly ſhew a greater Degree of 
that Meekneſs and Lowlineſs of Heart, Which 
+ hriſt taught his Diſciples to learn of him.“ Up- 
which I muſt remark, in the firſt Place, That 


* 


Calumny on the Chriftian Religion, & It 
as neceſſarily laying Chriſtians open to all the villain- 
bus Outrages the vileſt Part of Mankind think 
e n For by the fame Argument it tri 
be proy'd unlawful-ro refift a Robber or 4 Cut- 
throat, betanſe the enduring of their injuriouy 
Treatment, rather than returning Evil for Evi, 
ſhews a Chriſtian Diſpofition, and a very great De- 
gree of chat Meckneſs and. Lowlineſs of Hear 1 
which Chriſt faughit his Diſciples to learn of im. 
By the fame Argument it _—__ 3 ee 
for a Chriſtian Prince to ad: us Confpi- 
„ rebellion | 
wealth, derabit Yi enduring fuch Injury as | * 
ee, rather than returning Evil fot Evil, ders : 
_ Chriſtian Diſpoſition in hirn, and a great | 
that Mecknels and Lowlineß of He 
Chriſt taught his Diſciples: to learn t him. © 
i be ſaid thz e Religion 
Biſtrate to regar 3 blick Good, ek” 4 
Fonſequently be allowed lawful for him to defend the 
: Fublick 7025 lawleſs Violence; unleſs a 5 for 


ublick Good n be W CES 


1 
# 


: this ſophiſtical Argument reflects a moſt egregious 
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ſtruction of the Publick. But the true State of this | 
Caſe, in ſhort, canamount to no more than this, that 
Chriſtianity obliges Men to ſuffer patiently, when 
they cannot by any lawful Means prevent it. The 
Point therefore this V. muſt prove, is this; That Self. 
gefence againſt a foreign 5 when other Methods 
Fail, is an unlawful Method for People to take in or- 
der to prevent their own Ruin. Gr, that tho' the 
Chriſtian Religion hath allowed the Chriſtian Ma- 
giſtrate to defend himſelf and his innocent Subjects 
from Robbers and Cut · throats in private Caſes, it 
ha abſolutely condemned it in all Caſes againſt a 
foreign Invader, tho* this be much more neceſſary 
for the ſame good. End, To prove this, would do 
Service to a Cauſe which I hope the V. hath not 
much at Heart, but would by no Means be for the 
Honour of the Chriſtian Religion. But to tell us 
that Chriſtianity obliges us to bear Injuries, can be 
no Argument at all againſt our Doctrine; we are 
as ready to acknowledge this as this J. The Queſtion 
1s, how far it obliges us to do ſo? And that every 
Man, who hath not renounced. his Reaſon, or 
maſk d it with a Vizar of Hypocriſy, will own, is 
po farther than they cannot prevent it by lawful oy 
honourable Means. And if it can be ſhewn, thax 
Self. defence in all Caſes is condemn'd i in the Goſpel, 
mT be the Argument againſt. it taken from 
and not that it obliges us to bear Inju- 
8 be it may do, and yet allow of Self- de- 


06 Fe Caſes of publick Concern, as well as = 


ſome Cafes of private Cancern. 
As to the Paſſages of, Scripture from 3 the 

P. infers his Argument, I have ſufficiently. examin- 
© ed them in the firſt Part of this Treatiſe, : al ſhewn, 
that they neceffarily require a Limitation, and that 


it can be no more ſhewn from thoſe Expreſſions, | 


that no Caſes are to be excepted in the interpreting 
e e be from, the like gee 


AT: 
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| Expreſſions us'd in other Places, that other Texts 
can admit of no Reſtrictions, which yet are allowed 
on all Hands to require a limited Interpretation. 
Wx are forbid in unlimited Terms to reſiſt Evil, 
but no where forbid to defend ourſelves ; we are en- 
joined in unlimited Terms to love our Enemies, 
but this cannot imply a total Neglect of ourſelves ; 
we are required hkewiſe in unlimited Terms to 
my for our Enemies, but this doth not im- 
_ Ply that we are to pray in an unlimited Manner 
or them, any more than our Oblig NN toreturnthem 
Bleſſing for Curſing implies in it a Neceſſity of pray- 
ing for their worldly Proſperity to our own: Debus 
tion. We are required in general Terms to pray 
for all Men, but we are left to common Senſe to in- 
form us that Charity begins at Home, and that we 
are not obliged to pray for their Succeſs or Life, if 
it be inconſiſtent with our own, or to prefer the 
temporal Good of any Perſon, before the H appineſs 
of others in whom we are more nearly concerned. 
T x V. further obſerves; © That according to 
| © the Reaſon given by Chriſt himſelf, immediately 
© after theſe Precepts, they muſt certainly intend 
a Prohibition of all Injury and Revenge, or elſe 
© the Compariſon is not very proper ; That ye may 
| © be the Children of your Father in Heaven, &c.” 
Which Obſervation is 7 equally impertinent with his 
former; becauſe the Practice we plead for, implies | 
neither Inju nor Revenge, {triftly ſo called. And 
further ; If it be unlawful for a Chriſtian Commu- 
nity to defend themſelves againſt a foreign Enemy, 
| becauſe we are to imitate our heavenly <; t G wa 
4 diſpenſes his temporal Bleſſings upon the moſt p 5 
| Wo prophane®' by the fame ee . 


1 pray the Fo to put theſe Words into the Mouth of a 
Crimizal, ak wn OE ON Ron 
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eee eee hn W in-. 
dus Aſlault whatſoever z it will be unlawfül for tho 

M e to inflict Puniſhment upon Criminals 5 
ale wolewfal for the moſt virtuous. Woman to 
tefiſt a Raviſher; Ce. becauſe God difpenſes his 
temporal Bleffings u the vileſt of the human 


upon 
Race : This 5 of eee is an, excellent 


| nie tp ue 3 Evils 
Which they cannot lawfully and honourab 
{58 Bur d. = 2180 1 10 find. 4 Len ende 


98 at « Time ir Fame, Neighbours and for ch 
2 Concern : This muſt make Strangers to it, apt to 
: believe it an nn. * not n. 0 human 


17 barthers the. Arg rgument againſt Self-defence | 
taken from theſe Words, a, That ye may be the bie 
of your Father which is in Heaven, is not only inconclu- 
five, but ill grounded; and is ſo far from being in 

favour — by V. chat it makes directly againſt him, 
We are commanded to love our Enemies by the Ex- 
ample of God himſelf, . who maketh his Sun to riſe 
75 on ſhe xs 1 dane . and nen woah on 


e Ga nr . Why ee youts inkind ant 

e to me ? Tho I be à Criminal, yet yon ought to be as 
| kind to me as the beſt of your Subjects; becauſe you are to fol- 
low God's Example, who makes the Sun to ſhine, and the 
Ruin to fall on the Juſt and Unjuſt. Private Perſons are here- 
by encouraged to love their Enemies, but it lays no. Obligation 
en the Chriſtian Magiſtrate. not to 2 the from 
Jawief nn 5 e 


ws 


* % 


DE FPENSIFER WAR «+» 
c Es with lee in alis Life, and 
| | ch: 1917 ents in the 
Tho? — be full of Patiehce and Long-ſulfering, | 
;pefthe-Seripture every. where — his Indigna- 
Lon and Wrath againſt obſtinate Sinners, of which 
lagiſtrate is declared by St. Paul to N 
Miniſter, 3 + Chriſt un ICL 


jp ig mcg: —.— 8 
Children of their heavenly iy Faber, vg is good to 


thank : 3 
"hat — for the 
Niniſter to execute V 


N of Juſtice hin: Innocent 
lawleſs: Violence of | 
ſame Lime that he doth this, he may i 
1 Father, who: tho? Kee Kind go the Dn 
-ANC Wrath nb 9 — ma 
Life and the nent. Now from chat hath been {aid 
on theſe Remarks, let any reaſonable Man judge, 
whether our Saviour can be ſuppos d in cheſe Paſſa- 
ges, wherein he prohibits all Injury and Revenge, 
to put the Caſe 2 Invaſion, or that ve 
1 Luffians throats in ſuch a Man- 
de re 10 defend wr nr ry rig ons, 
Attempt they ſhould Chance to 
Je en ee e muſt;hkewiſe ſubunit it to 
the Judgment of every ae Reader, whether 
1 W the! 1 ch okra 
Te Words hee — Wil — _ 
s 2 Wee olerable”Imuries, e pra 
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Evil in my Power, in revenge for racket | Gries 
.© ances,” be coming up to this Compariſon of the 
o Almighty's univerſal Beneficence and Kindneſs to 

© thoſe'that do their utmoſt to affront and diſpleaſe 


him?“ All this, I ay; is impertinent; becauſe = 


the Practice we plead or, doth not neceſſarily re- 
Juire the returning with our utmoſt Force all the 
Evil in our Power in revenge for national. Grievan- 
ces“. The JV. is much miſtaken if he thinks ſo. 
We are pleading for nothing but a neceſſary Self- 
defence, Which if we can do by Arguments or Per- ” 
muaſives, thereby bringing the Enemy to reaſonable 
Terms without ſhedding of Blood, we ſhall neither 
be guilty of Violence nor Injury, if we require no- 
* of him repugnant to Juſtice, which, if he 
complies with, there will be an End of all Hoſtih- 
"ties On our Part; but if, inſtead of complying with 
eaſonable Terms, hes: attacks us in an: hoſtile 
7 Manner, we, in oppoſing Force. to Force, 5 
m our own: 8 — with any 8 * 
Reaſon, be ſaid to commit Violence; i. e. forceably | 
infringe upon any Man's Right, which is the pro- 
| Idea of Violence, and return all the Evil in our 
Power in revenge for national Grievances; becauſe 
this may be done, not from any Principle of Re- 
venge, but from the ſole Principle of Self-preſerva- 
tion. And as for the Evils that may ects 
ppen to the Aggreſſor, we cannot properly be 
ſaid to be the Authors of them 3 becauſe he who 
the Violence, is the true Cauſe of all that fol- 
lows 15 and ade Nen 1 e him; 1 the n R 
5 tion 


'* He that deferids Kimſelf in a 5 Miles bg th not act 
| Ae for the Hurt of another, but for his own Preſervation: 
And he who repels a Wrong is not injurious, but he who offers 
_ .it. Tis one Thing to exerciſe an unblameable Defence, and 
another Thing to proſecute an unmerciful Reven nge. [The 115 | 
ter may be as great a Sin, as the firſt Offer an Injury ; 


| Bo former can never fall under fo hard a Cenſure. e 5 
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ion made by. the defending Party, ; ; is but-the Ef- 
felt of his own Act; or, as faid above, 8d ba 
| ee ol which he is the non eflected back 


7 "Tus Practice a we. e e xing the 
: Act of the ſupreme Magiſtrate, comes. up to the. 8 
 Almighty's unrverfal Beneficence-as: a Compariſon 3 

who, notwithſtanding. this, doth by no Means clear 

the Guilty: And thus it appears that the Vs Cons 
cluſion is as falfe; as his Premiſes are impertinent. 

Again: The Author of the Sermon cadeavours 

to prove, that the Office ofthe. Magiſtrate neceſſa- 

rity evinces the Làwfulneſs of , Defenſive. War; up? ö 

on which the: * joins Gates K 3 

:is convinced that the Doctrines of 


41 Du b er ie dar 
25 to thoſe Doctrines; 5. a 
cording to his Convictions. Te which! reply: Ie 
ſeems very unaccountable how any Man can be oon 
vinced hs tis lawful.to be a Magiſtrate, . v 
the ſame time convinced. of the: Unlawfulneſs of Der 
2 War. For if it be the indiſpenſible Duty of 
to protect the Lives and Liberties of 
che Sales, and if this. cannot, at ſome times, be 
done, without oppoſing E orce to Force, I would 
_ this, V. How that Man be ſaid to do his 
Duty, or act a.conliſtent. Part, who, undertaking. 
* Office of a „ is bound im Conſciencg 
to deny chat to the Publi which at Times is the 
moſt valuable and neceſſary End of his Office ? He 
muſt either allow, that it is not the M 's 
Duty to protect the Lives and Liberties, 'of Sub- 
jects from unjuſt Violence, ; which I believe he will 
hardy 7 venture to do; or elſe; that every Man, prin- 
ple Self defence: undertaking the Office 
ot. agiſtrate, acts ſuch à Part as no honeſt Man. 
4 | ut, The 2 ſhould have . would 
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135 of Chriſt fer- 
bid e War, it andifpenſible Duty 
to refuſe the Office of a Magiſtrate (at leaſt to act in 

the legiſlative Part of Government, whoſe” Province 
it is to concert proper Meaſures for the Defence of 
the Publick) leaving this OM 4 to thoſe, who can 
2 wich al the: "Ends: N. with a ſafe Con- 


_ Further : * 1 kewl what w err nde 
Way of arguing, chat W Man is not con- 
| vinced-of the Lawfulneſs of any Practice evidently 

for the Good of human Society, that there- 
fore it is his Duty to omit it;; this is maſcing a Man's 
Faith of Perſwaſton the Rule of moral Duties. Tis 
true the Apoſtle faith; /batſoever is mt of Faith is 
Sin; but he doth not mean thoſe moral Duties which 
are diſcoverable by the meaneſt Mortal, that has the 
Exerciſe of | Reaſon; but. mach as ariſe from doubtful 
 Speculations; the Practice or Omiſſion whereof, hath 
no other Evil in them; than as they give Scandal or 
Offence" co weak Brethren. But to maintain, chat 
Every Man's Ferm afion or Option is. to be the 
| a Lays, * 70 if any 1 Ander 
* « ſack 00: his Duty not to make any Defence 
e all, his refuſing to uſe any, will never incut 

Suit, zs, in my Opinion, of dangerous Conſe- 
quence. One of eren deen. ociety i g 
CY agai Injuries's nyo | * 
padts, — fulfil Prodaes, 
bute © his Shave in Defence ef the Puhlick; 
his is as incliſpenſible a Duty on every Member of 
a e Sobiery;- as Obedience to Parents, or Subjection 


% Magiſtrates. *Tis a Duty, the Obligation to 
Ae dan diſpenſe wich, nor can 1 9 
I) FAYE 1 W e 8 5 PX ET: > 4 75 1 . 4 
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Ind i ie his Dep ore wh both Reaſon 
p ation demo ate p be a Sin for him to om 
ce, wy a Sen { bete he kene he is 
bes and falfl lawfl — ws 
incur Guile,; whatever this . may fondly inagine 
contrary. this Manner of arguing, Men may 
oj aged ve — of 
Kill Heury the Fourth, he favoured Here- 
cker Did he n this villainous 
tion incur no Guilt 7 The Enthuſiaſts and. Fanaticks 
of Munſter underſtood it to be their Duty to deſtroy 
their: Magiſtrates, in order to make ay for Chriſt a 
Kingdom, the Eſtabliſhment whereof; they ima- 
| re would be obſtructe by theſe carthly Power: 
id therefore their actual riſing in ums againſt cheir 
lawful Magiſtrates n And even a8 to 
Caſes of Omiſſion, if a Subject underſtands it to be 
bis Duty not to obey the lawful Commands of -the 
e e the Comm 
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monwealth, 
ill he therefore incur no Guilt, 3 
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| Apel a fer the publick Security, will he 
therefore incur no Guilt? And finally, f all the 
Subjects of a Commonwealth, who are bound, by the 


Ia of God and Nature, to do every Thing that is 


nk w and in their Power, for preſerving and pro- 
moting the Good of the Community, underſtand it 
to be their Duty to omit a Practice, which at a cer- 
tain Time is the only Means under God to: preſerve 
che Community from Ruin, will they therefore incur 
no Guilt? Whence I think it plainly appears, that 
Tthis Way of arguing is not only groundleſs and ab- 
urd, as eng the true Foundation of all moral 
Duties, but a moſt dangerous Error, and would- 1 in- 
fer moſt dread yer neceſſary, Conſequences ®*, 
Tur next Paſſage in this Vindicator's Anfwer:t to 
che Sermon, which ſeems to affect the general Doc- 
trine I have eftabliſhedy is, Page 33. where he re- 
marks on that Propheſy of Iſaiab ii. 4. which ſays, 
: And bo ſpall judge among the Nations,. and ſhall re- 
ute many People, and they ſhall beat their Swords 
into Plowſhares, and their ' Spears into Pruning-hooks, 
c, 'Whieh-Propheſy can no more prove the Un- 
awfulneſs of L Defenſive- War, ſo long as there ſhall 
be Occaſion for it, than it will prove the Non-obli- 
gation of keeping a fucking Child from playing 
with a Viper, or the Non-necèſſity of keeping a 
Lamb from a Lion, becauſe the ſame Propheſy 
tells us, that at the very Time when Men all beat 
their Swords into Plowſhares, and their Spears into 
Pruningtooks, The Lamb and the Dion ſhall lie 
"down" together ;- and the ſucking Child ſhall: play with | 
-th# Baſie It can prove nothing but this, That 
wlienever that Propheſy-ſhalk be fulfilled, which we 
believe will be at the Converſion of the Jes, then 
l War will ceaſe, an univerſal Peace being ſpread 
-6ver the Nations. This the Prophet intimates 1 
Err xpre Ned "An; — parse. 1 
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pons of War into Implements of Huſbandry. Theg 
there will be no Violence, and conſequently no 
Need of Defence. But it can by no Rules of Rea» 
ſoning be inferr*d from this Propheſy, that tis un- 
lavful to make Uſe of ſuch Weapons in our o＋õ n 
Defence, ſo long as there is Neceſſity for it. This 
is not a Propheſy of the Goſpel-Diſpenſation in ge- 
neral, but, only of ſomething that ſhall come to paſs 
in a certain Period of tha Diſpenſation. It only 
tells us. what the State of Chriſtians will be, as to this 


Point, when it ſhall be fulfilled ; but not whit their 


Duty is, with regard to it before « Only what ſhall 
be done in a certain Period of the Goſpel CEcono- 
my, but not what muſt be done before that Period 
comes. What the V. fays- with relation to the 
| Cauſe and the Effect; That the Cauſe is the judg- 
ing of Chriſt e in Individuals, and the Ef- 
« fect, that wherever this judging is experienced, 
< there is a Ceflation from all War ;?. is either a 
bare: fac'd Sophiſi, or a meer Dream of his own ; 
and is as oppoſite to the plain Import of the whole of 
this Propheſy, as Light is to Darkneſs. And if 
Men will take ſuch Liberties as this in interpreting 
_ Scripture, they may bring Scripture Proofs for all 
the devout Dreams of Jacob Behmen. Whenever 
this Prophet ſpeaks of Chriſt's Kingdom, that he 
deſcribes an external glorious State, and not any 
hidden Kingdom in the Hearts of a Few, is evident 
from every Text that makes mention thereof. But 
that this glorious State, or at leaſt that Period of it 
alluded to in the Text under Conſideration, hath 
never been yet, but is ſtill future, is as evident to 
all rational Men, who are well acquainted with 
Church-Hiſtory. The Time hath never yet been 
when the Lion and the Lamb could lie ſafely toge- 
ther (taking theſe Words even in a figurative Senſe) 
and the ff Child play with the-Baſiliſk without 
| PO of bing hurt and when. there was none to 
> We EE kt 
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hurt in a God's holy Mountain; when Natior hath 
cas: d to liſt up Sword againſt Natiori, and wholly 
left off to —5 vey apart — of 
can prove tne ent Age to e Lume 
| of il theſs Words „I will giv ee vr deswegen 
tend for; but if he-cannot;: I-muſt beg Leave to in- 
fiſt upon it, that his Argument drawn from hence ta 
the contrary, proves nothing. When Nation ſhall 
_ ceaſe to lift up Sword againſt Nation, and not learn 
War cy wh then I-own Chriſtians may convert 
| their Weapons of War int6 Implements of Huſban- 
dry z* but till then it doth not appear, from any 
Nes in this Propheſy, that they may not lawfully 5 
keep them, and uſe them too; provided it be pure? 
1 2 in their own Defence. Nothing from thence can 
be concluded againſt the Lawfulneſs of a neceſſary 
Self- defence, fo long as they that heartily endea- 
Vvour to live in Peace, are not ſuffered to enjoy it. 
(10a V. quotes I —— me is ſo far 
m making it appear that y makes in 
favour of his 6 that it hy," : Confir- 
mation of what I have advanced, viz. T hat the 
Completion of this Propheſy is yet to come. The 
Animoſities and Hoſtilities between the Fews and 
Gentiles have never yet been rooted out ;- this will 
never be till the eus are converted ; nor have 
Mens Pride, and Paſſions, and Luſts, which are 
the Cauſes of all Wars, been ſubdued, as this learned 
Conimentator ſays they ſhall be, when this Propheſy 
mall be fulfilled, And when he ſays, that the working 
_ Humility, Meekneſs, Self-denial; and true and fer- 
vent Love to all Men, from whence Peace neteſſarily 
follows, was the Deſign of the Goſpel in all, and 


the Effect of it in thaſe that rightly received it; 


this no more pfovesthat/herihbu pom, x 
makes Defenſive War \ - -th 9 
de as he thought it makes 


= PF 


 *"* The eas, ,, BD: 
C ſy to relate ſolely to the times of the Meſſiah, Fro 


is every where the ſame ſubtle 


DEFENSIVE WAR 8g 
xoiftrate to uſe the temporgl Sword itt: Defence.of 
Tg innocent Subjects, jbecauſe it was the Deligi of 
the Goſpel to work Humility, Meckneſs, — 
nial, and true and. fervent Love to all Men, andthe - 
Effect of it in thoſe who. rightly received it; it mat 
by the ſame Argument be unlawful for the agi- 
ſtrate to eee ; : Subjects 
from the villainous Attempts of; Murderers 115 a. 


. 
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learned Man was very far from ring. 

1 that all have not yet complied w. the Ol 
of the Goſpel, and it cannot be inferred from an 
thing in Poole's Words, that he thought it unla 
for thoſe, who have comply d fo. rh 1125 De- 
' ſign, of it, as to follow after the 


for Peace, to defend es . ag pick tk — 
will not ſuffer them to SHE ir, W n. tl gut Vr 


+ alledge it as a Krong Arg ume e it Wop 
not come. Upon which I obſerye, tha 
2 ler. be z Jews 5 
underſtood, by tlus Prophely, that che ME 
would come in the Form af à great temporal Mo- 
narch, to reſtore them to their own Land, that Je- 
jules . be Fe Seat of Comm and. that 
den id ay ey N th ophely to re- =_ 
lage.folel 0 70 the times of 1 10 . Allegge it WW 
26 © lavage Argument, that he ck in not une = | 
oy leave the joel J pl | 


of Argumentom 17 unft ſuch < 
as this V. in order to roye that C wiſt cann be th 
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85 with themichres* (6 indeed ſuch as the V. N does in 
one Senſe) urge them with this Queſtion; Why * 
not War and Fi Fichrng ceaſed among the Nations, if 
Four Chriſt be the Meſſiah there propheſied of? S6 
that the Y*s Argument might paſs well enough, if 
advanc'd' by a ew; but as it comes from the 
Mouth of the V. of a Chriſtian Doctrine, it is moſt 
intolerable; and argues either the greateſt Igno! 
rance, or the "moſt ſhameful Prevarication imagina- 
ble. - And if the antient Fathers did-affirm this Pro- 
Pheſy to be fulfilled in the Chriſtians in their Times, 
a= 4 V. aſſerts, I muſt beg Leave to deſire him to 
conſider, that theſe antient Fathers he ſpeaks of, 
being ſome of that Man-made hireling Miniſtry he 
; complains of, Page 3. of his Vindication, are to be 


7 wiiterſtobd, "Cum grano ſalis. This, I dare ſay, he 


will readily grant me, as to many other Points theſe Fa- 
thers have moſt ſtrenuouſly maintained; and why ther 
Authority ſhould be of ſo great Weight with the Vir- 
dicator in this one Point, and no other, is not eaſy = 
to be accounted for to his Credit. I ſhould be gal 
to know of the Y. whether he believes that thoſe Fa- 
chers, upon whoſe: Authority he depends ſo much 
for proving his Point, were 'among the Number of. 
'thoſe P b eng ge who were on to the 
Appearance of the divine Spirit, an 'obey'd the 
55 2 and Directions thereof, or in the Apo- 
ſtacy he ſpeaks of, Page 2? If he,owns the firſt, 
he muſt renounce Qateri ſi orelſeſtand felf-condem- ” 
ned]; if the fecond, what Reaſon have either we or 
he to believe that chal apoſtate antient Fathers un- 
derſtood the true Meaning of this Propheſy )? 5 
Bor further, if theſe antient F ä did any 
: where. affirm this Propheſy to be fulfilled in the Cri- 
© ſtians in their Times, they could mean no more, 
than that it was fulfilled fo far as that -Chriſtians 
© Hv'd more peaceably than the Heathens ; no more, 
988 chanthatix is was fulfilled in 2 n | 
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DEFENSE R.,. % | 
is was evident to every one from Matter of Fact. 


or tho* they who in times paſt killed one another, 


upon every little Provocation (as was common a- 


mong the Heathens) did not then war and fight 


with their Enemies, as Juſtin Martyr ſpeaks; yet 


Nation did then fight againſt Nation, and King- 


dom againſt Kingdom, as much as ever, and Men 
learned War 3 as much as before. So that tis 


impoſſible any Man in his Senſes could think, that 


this Propheſy was at that Time fully accompliſhed. 


/ 


Could: Fuftin Martyr poſſibly imagine, that a Pro- 

3 concerning the Peace and Tranquility of all 
Nations, was fulfilled in the paſſive Obedience of a 
very inſignificant Number, in Compariſon with all 


Nations { If he did, we may venture to ſay, with- 


out Breach of Charity, that he was as much 
ken in this Point, as the 7. cannot but think he was 
in ſome others, which we look upon to be of far 


EL eater Importance. But granting the V. that the 
athers univerſally allow the Reign of Chriſt to be 
_deſcrib'd by the Prophet [/aiah, Chap. xi. where he 


. fays, They ſhall not hurt nor deſtroy in all my holy 
Mountain, for the Earth it ſhall be full of the Know- 

ledge of the Lord, as the Waters cover the Sea. Will 
it therefore follow, that Defenſive War is unlawful... WW 

in every Period of this Reign? By no means. No- 
thing can be inferr d from it againſt the Unlawful- 
neſs thereof, but only in that Period of it, when 
there ſhall De none to hurt nor deſtroy in all God's 
holy Mountain; and when the Earth ſhall be full of 
| Ihe: Knowledge of the Lord, as the Waters cover 
the Sea. And if Juſtin Martyr took the holy 
1 Mountain in this Pro ieſy to be ſpoken of the 
Church of Chriſt, - as the V. aſſerts, and if he tho't 
 - that this would be the State of the Church in every 
Period of it, we muſt beg Leave to think he was 
: miſtaken ; for tis evident from Fact, that the Caſe 


4 otherwiſe? = 240 he wh une has never 1 been _ 
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deſtroy in che we Frm Church of Chriſt, abi now oe 2 
PPP te iokenr Times 
and then we acknow 


belawful, no, not a Defenſive War; and the Rea- 
ſon is, becauſe there will be no Violence to defend 
aurſelves 
n offered, . 
and no longer, 3 nn be mann 
. Silas hire l anno but ch, that that Cauſe | 
muſt be built on a very poor Foundation, which 
in Need of ſuch wretched Props to ſupport it, 
ds ſome broken — ͥ M— the an- 
tient Fathers, made Uſe of for this Purpoſe, by thoſe 
very Men who deſpiſe their Authority in other Ca- 
ſes, which the whole Chriſtian World, but them 
2 allow to be of much greater Importance; 
| raking into ſome obſcure Prophecies of the Old 
Teſtament, which, as is evident in Fact, have ne- 
ver yet been literally fulfilled; and which the Fews | 
ymake Uſe of to prove that Chriſt cannot be the 
true Meſſiah, and Juſtin Marr, Tertullian, and a 
Feat many more of the Vs Authorities, to 
due millenary Reign of Chriſt, hy —— 
ohl4viſe from the Dead with the ſame Bodies 
they liv'd in formerly, that they ſhould fare delici- 
ouſly, and enjoy corporeal Delights, 
Children as before; r — . 
8 Truth with this Viadicator ; they 
ure equally qualified to ſupport each of the latter 
— us. the former, ànd each of the Vindica- 
tors ſeems-to be intituled to an equal Degree of Me 
Fit, - for ſuch valuable Diſcoverics to the reſt of 
Mankind. What Fruth therefore is in the latter 
Clauſe aol: Aaragraph, which was the 
Point this Vindicator undertook to prove, I ſubmit 
Y. de incligent Reader 5 Judge, W 8 * e | 
E £ ren 


ied datioe-Tiind OEIV ar wn . 


But fo. long as lawleſs Violence 
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ſome others of the like 
y. togeth er with the Exariplcs and Te- 
ü ſtimonies of the Ten 

cher © —— the Goſpel had that Effect, not 
$. only to give them inward Peace, ws to take a 
ee eee of carnal Weapons, ar veryeiſtrong 
| Proofs. 'that War cannor be confiſen 


+ ly igion Where ere See of his Sophiſtty 
Rall . Author of the Sermon had been plead- 
45 War without any Diſtinction; and ab if there 
Difference between the Chriſtian Religion as 
contain d in the Ne Teftai nt, and the Purity and 
erfection of that Religion, which. he imagines is to 
b 2 no where but among them who have that 
High which hath delivered them: from. all Sin; and 
infallible Spirit, by which alone Men can 8 
right Underſtanding of the Scriptures. 
Ce . Predictions, nor the Exat 
und Teſtimony of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, do in the 
leaſt — the. Uſe of carnal Weapons, ſo as to 
make it unlawful for: the Chriſtian Magiſtrate to de- 
fend his Subjects againſt a foreign Enemy, I have 
fully 2 already. And as for the primitive ä 
hans, I will ſhew preſently, that neither does 
their Example, or Teſtimony, do ſo. Andithere- 
re hat the V. thinles ſtrong and cogent Proofd, 
6 t a Defenſive War (for we contend for for no: other) 
df the Chriſtian — as 7 out Savi- 
ur, n SIO INg: 
mm Dep eueren may but e, on 


ae e erer aer reaſonable 
. _— "SI f * EN 


"© NM TRETWTISYT ow 


ferr'd "Pl hence againſt the Lawfulneſs of Defenfive 
War, for ſeveral Reaſons. Firſt, it muſt be conſidered 

that they being Subjects under their Magiſtrates, 
which their Religion taught them to regard as an 
Ordinance of God, had no Right to reſiſt any Vio- 
lence offered by them, as they were but private Sub- 
jects; becauſe in ſo doing, they would have been 
Rebels, and ſo would have W 0 the Penalty of 
Damnation. A particular Party of Men may be 
barbarouſiy us*d by their Superiors, and yet it may 
neither be expedient nor lawful for them to defend 
themſelves by Force of Arms, becauſe the Laws of 
the Community are againſt them; and as they can : 


not in Conſcience comply with theſe Laws, whatever 


Reaſon they may * to 3 their Misfortune, 
they can have none to com lain of being oblig 8 
ſuffer the Penalty, in Cafe of Tranſgreſſion. 
every Perſon that ſubmits to a Government, — 4 
beconies a Subject to any Prince, either explicitly or 


implicitly, ſtipulates and conſents, that he will pay 


due Obedience to all the Laws of the Common: 
Wealth to which he belongs; which Obedience is 


zuſtly due from him to the Government, for the 


Protection it affords him, and the Privileges he en 
Joys under it. Now if any Subject, under ſuch O- 
bligations, ſhould find himſelf oblig*d in Conſcience 
to alter his Conduct, whereby he tranſgreſſes ſome 
ſtanding Law of the Community; if in this Caſe, I 
ſay, he is made to ſuffer the Penalty in Caſe of ſuch | 
Tranſgreſſion, it is no more than he had Reaſon to 
expect, becauſe he is ſuppoſed to have promis d O- 
bedience to whatever Laws ſhould be made by the 
ature of that Government to which he hath 


and to attempt to defend himſelf _ 


by Force of Arms againſt the Execution of the 
Laws of this Government, would be no leſs 
than Rebellion. Wherefore the only lawful Reme- 
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Ain der ' his Si: .Ferings.” No.] this was the Caſe of : 
the primitive Chriſtians, They were a Party of 

Men barbarouſly uſed, and they had, no doubt, a 
Right to better Treatment ; 3 but no one can ſhe; 
either that they could juſtly complain of the Executi- 

on of the Laws, unleſs it can be made appear, that 
their Superiors were convinc'd that they had a divine 
Commiſſion for what they did contrary to thoſe 
Laws; or (which is a Conſideration of great 
Weight in this Debate) that it would have been 
for the Intereſt and good of the Publick, or . 
Community, that they ſhould have riſen up in 
Arms, and meerty for their own particular Se So 
fence againſt their Superiors and Fellow Subjects, 
have put-whole Nations in Combuſtion, and ſo have 
been the Occaſion of great and univerſal Calamities. 
Every Body can ſee at once the infinite Difference 
between the Caſe of the primitive Chriſtians, who 
were puniſhed by their own Magiſtrates, becauſe : 
they cord not in Conſcience obey the Laws of their 
Country, and that of one Nation's invading ano- 
ther. Beſides, it was very much for the Honour 
and Propagation of their Religion, whilſt they were 
but a Party of Subjects, not concerned in the Ma- 
nagement of Senne Ae that they ſhould engage 
| -the Favour of their Princes, and attract the Hearts 
of all Men to their Profeſſion, by their ſignal Pa- 
tience, and Submiſſion to the greateſt Torments i- 
maginable. But it muſt be extremely to the Diſ- 
grace and Hindrance of their Religion, if it obli- 
ged them, when they became the whole of a Com- 
munity, govern'd by their own Laws, to * 

themſelves to be ruined and made miſerable by ev 

ry lawleſs, foreign Invader. By the former they 45. 
monſtrated to all the World the Power of their 
Faith, in Cafes in which it was lawful and honoura- 
| ble for them to ſuffer, and to prefer their Duty 
2 and S before om 


* / : a 
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Intereſt. But, upon the latter Suppoſition; not 8 
dould be included, but that Chriſtianity w ne- 

my to the publick Good of huma Society, and 

that it tended to. conclude. whole. Nations under | 
'Slayery and Oppreſſion; unleſs; at the lame. t time, 
it could be ſhewn, that Ch have 
ene Oman to . for a Lee or to orraſt 


Bor beſides the _—_ ve ate urged with the 
33 Teſtimony. ef he Tinntwe Chriſtians, (eſpecially | 
the Fathers) againſt the Unlawfulneſs of War un- 
Ader the Goſpel,” To which I — 3 That tho the 
4 _— Lead TY Sat, ng 1 _ s Father ofthe, 


ing upon Ds I ment, ougl part pa 
yok regarded; than as it is founded, either on the 
Resſon of the Thing itſelf; or on the Declarations 
.of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. As to che Point before 
us then, nothing can be concluded from the Sayings 
of the Fathers, but that! it was e bay 


mm | Andraſes a Man-ma e Miniſt 

7 99 — : Biſhop; whoſe Teſtimany, H it. — — —4 
tick: in every Point he treats of, will be very little to 

che Vs Credit. And beſides, what he ſays in that 
Faſſage he hath: quoted! from him, relates intirely to 

his on Order, as will evidently appear to any One 


that can read his Offices, a Book wrote by; im on 
-purpoſe to teach Eceleſiaſticks their Duty; 17 which 
2 implies, 1 


at; others were not concluded by. 

ſame Rule, than the contrary. Againſt: Anme 
and Seldiers,, ſays he, in another Place ?, wr baue 
#0 other. Ml eapons but Tears ; for- ANDY Ut 

ee dee ae 1 
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El; early, as appears by that Collection of Rules calle 
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. Sees oted by him from Origen as 
3 Celſus, as appears e 2 following Vords 7 
To thoſe who, being Unbelievers, ſays he, wauld oblige. 
P and 0 deſtroy Aan, 
we ſhall give this Auſtwer, eee e eee e 
Priefts, and thoſe that attend upon the Service of thein 
reputed Gods, do keep themſelves unſtained with human 
Blood, that ſo they may offer up their Sacrifices for the 
whole Nation with clean and unpolluted Hands. Nei. 
ther, in caſe 3 are theſe Men 
to be lifted in their Armies , and if this be not dans 
without Reaſon, bow much more may they be ſaid 
after their Manner to fight, who, being Priefts to 
the moſti hieb God, endeavour to preſerve them» 
Jebves free from Blood and Rapine ? That ſo whilft 
others are polluted with Spoil and Slaughter, they 
may wwreftle; with God himſelf by conſrant and inc 
. Sant Prayers, for the Welfare of the 
Mar juli (mark this) and for the Safety. .of tho 
that govern rigbieouſly . It was an on carly 
introduced into the Church, that ſuch as put them 
felves into holy Orders, ought not to be entangled 
with any other Care, nor diverted by any other dai 
ly Labour. The Clergy, among 2 Darons, were 
ever cxempted from Dearing 
obtain d likewiſe among the Chriſtian Clergy, wexy 


| e ns e mb 
Principle, which, in pinion 0 ſome,. _ 
anck ore lie «Branch of Frieſtcraft, than a 
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That fi to War was no Sin, but U 
© fight By 75 Plunder. And . us 
Offices he ſays, © That Force, whereby either our 
Country is defended from our Enemies by War, 
* or the Weak and Innocent defended at Home, or' 
© our Aſſociates from Pirates and Robbers, is per- 
© fect Juſtice.” And in another Place he ſpeaks 
thus T: The Empero of Julian, tho' an Apoſtate, 
yet had many Chrtins that fought under his Ban- 

© ner; to whony when'Comimarid was given to march 
« againſt the Enemy in Defence of their Country, 
* they readily obey' d; but being commanded to 
© march againſt the Chriſtians, then they acknow- 
© edged no Emperor but the King of Heaven.“ 
Now, whether the Teſtimony of theſe two antient 
Fathers can be any Proof againſt the Lawfulneſs of 
= apy War, I leave the impartial: Reader to 
| The V. fays, after he had quoted Origen s 
8 Werde: This is a "Fall ant plain Dectabatibn of the 
Opinion and Practice of the Chriſtians in Origen s 
Time; which I beg Leave to deny? For the' in 
ſome Caſes Chriſtians did refuſe to beat Arms; net 
| becauſe it was in itſelf unlawful, but in reſpect of 
ſome Circtimſtances they were in, which. would not 
admit of the Exerciſes of War,' without doing ſome 
Acts that the Chriſtian Religion would not allow. oh,” 
fuch' as taking the military Oath by the- Heathen, 
Gods,” or the Genius. of the pi peror 3'- fighting a- 


ged to barraß wav Times wy e and 
the like: I ſay, tho? in ſuch Caſes as theſe p Chriſtians 

did ſometimes refuſe to bear Arnis, yet that Numbers 
of them did bear Arms, both before and after Origen's. 
Time, and were not condemned by the Church for 
it, is evident from Hiſtory. We have ſeen already, 
that the Emperor Julias had many Chriſtians that 

a 25 his PR” who" 4 are « TOY * 
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i. rg for readily obeying the Command o 
11g ght in Defence of their Country, and for acknow-.. 
ledging no Emperor but the King of Heavens. when 
' commanded to march againſt the Chriſtians. | 
Clemens Alerandrinus exprelly fays*, « That 4 | 
I Chriſtian may be a Magiſtrate ;* Which implies. 
that he did not think all War unlawful. And. 
© when deſcribing the Habit of a Chriſtian, he ſays, 
It would become him to be unſhod, unleſs he be. 
© a Soldier.* Clemens Romanus ſays}, * Let the 
— Soldier that deſires Baptiſm he inſtructed to ab- 
S © ſtain from wrong doing, and from Oppreſlion, and 
. to content himſelf with his Pay: If he be » S 
8 to obey, let him be admitted.“ "And I defy any, 5 
Man to ſhew, from the whole Hiſtory of the 
8 where ever any were rejected from Bap- 
tiſm, or read out of the Meeting, becauſe he was a 
Soldier; which undoubtedly would have been done, 
had all War been inconfiſtent with the Purity and 
Perfection of the Chriſtian Religion. 
AD 7 ertullian, another of the V's Authorities, 5 
expreſly ſays, We, tho* Strangers, do notwith=, 
8 * ſtanding fupply all your Places and Offices, we fill 
* your, Cities, Iſlands, Caſtles, Towns, Councils. 
* yea, and your very Camps.” And in another, 
1 he iaz 7 Wel both fail and fight, with n 
7 the jame een, 
Ay he tells % __ Arent Aurelius, who... 2s. _ 
de 7 ſays, threatened the Chriſtians in his Time, 
for not bearing Arms, but could not prevail with 0 
them ſo to do (which, tho' true, can be no Proof; 
chat Chriſtians thought all War contrary to Chriſti- 
atity) That the Prayers of his Chriſtian Soldiers 
© had. procured, from God. Rain in the Time of 
e 
O00; in another 1 Op commends the Brave. 
. . 3. 3 11. + Conf 1b. 
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of thar Soldier before all his Brethren, that hack 
thrown away the Garland when he had won it; in- 
mating unto the ſaid Emperor, that he had many 


” other ſuch Chriſtian Soldiers. 


Ap we have Inftances out of the Kine Author, | 
ef Soldiers that endured Torments even to Death, 
for the Chriſtian Faith, and were therefore worthi- 
admitted by the Church to the ſame Honour with 

er 1 
" Any St. C yoriar®, the funcur l. Biſhop of Carthage, 
another + the Vis Authorities ag aaft the Law- 
neſs of Defenſive War, expreſly ſays of two 
Men, both African Soldiers, That they were once 
9 Soldiers fighting under ſecular Princes, but they 


were at . 4 fame Time true Soldiers of God. 


wien by the Confeſſion of their Faith in Chriſt, 
they vanquiſhed the Devil; and by their invinci- 

Ile Patience under the Croſs, were ennobled with 

E tte Crown of Martyrdom.” And here I cannot 

but remark, how groundlefs the Vs Su gcftion is, 

Page 53: and how uncharitably he gueſſes, where, 
ſpraking g of the Soldiers in Dioclefian's Army, he ſays, 

But what Sort of Chriſtians thoſe were in the Em- 


* peror's Army, whom Dion ſaid could fight, we can 


” only gueſs at. They might indeed bear the Name 
f Chriſtiatis- as Multitudes do- Now. a- days.“ 
1 It appears from what I have juſt now 
that there were many Soldiers among the pri- 

ve Chriſtians, who did more than bear the Name 
of Chriſtians 4. for they ſuffered Martyrdom, not 
| becanke they would'not bear Arms, but becauſe they 
would not renounce Chriſtianity. And even thoſe 
Soldiers in Diockfiar's Army, might be more than 
meer nominal Chriftians, tho? they were not ſo ſcru- 
pulous as Maximilian was; who by, miſtaking the 
true Meaning of ſome Paſſages in the Goſpel (as ſome 
10 0a. os do) might think * OY IN da * 


9 


. 


en of all Uſe of the Sword. Bar this V. 1 find, 7 
will allow none to be more than nominal Chriſtians, : 
who have not got an Underſtanding exactly of a Size 


4 with hig own ; in which Caſe, I can aſſure him, eve- 


ry Authority he hath here due will be but a no- 
1 Chriſtian; for th he differ very widely 
on every Point of the Criſtian Religion, however 
well he may think they agree in this. But further 3 
that there were Soldiers in the primitive Times, that 
vere more than meer nominal Chriſtians, will ap- 
EE from the noted Paſſage of the Thebean Legion. 
Bur before I proceed to give any Account of it, it 
will be proper to obſerve, that ſometimes when the 
| Perſecution was heightened, all the Chriſtian Soldiers 
and Officers, as well as others, were commanded to 
renounce Chriſtianity, and embrace Paganiſm, by 
pouring g Incenſe on the Altar to the Heathen. Gods 
or delivering up their Bibles, and the like, which, tho* 


Lt 
ſome thro! Fear com ply*d with, yet great Numl —_ 


pbſolutely refuſed it; and this drew upon them the 
Torments they ſuffered, Now this Loans having been 
converted untoChriſtianity ſome Time before by = Bi- 
ſhopof Feru/alem, when the playin Paleſtine, as Eucberi- 
urſairh, contentedly ſerv'd | in the Army all that Time, 
but being ſuſpected by the . Maximian * | 
having embrac d Chriſtianity, they were:command; 
od: to 9 to Idols; which they abſolutely refu⸗ 
ſing, and canfeſſing themſelyes. to be: Chriſti 
were all put to Death at the Emperor's Command. 
Now this Legion, though v very. werful (it confiſb- 
iow of 6566 brave Soldiers) did not attempt any 


Reſiſtance 3 both. becauſe it would have been im- i 


le for them to defend themſelves againſt the 
{mperor's whole Army, and: becauſe they look d 
-_ it as: inconſiſtent with the Duty of Subject to 
dcppoſe their Magiſtrates in the eee, of: the 
5 La, 2 tho they would not defend themſelves 
Again W a 


—— — 
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1 "Ru been agreeable to the Law of N 500 yet HH 
appears from the noble Speech they made before their 


Execution, that they were not principled againſt | 
bearing Arms in Defence of their Country. A. 
1 any foreign Power, ſay they, we freely. of. 
ur Hands, which yet we dare not imbrue in 
the Blood of Innocents. Our Arms which have 


55 < been long practis d in ſuppreſſing Vice, and in van- 


© quiſhing Foes, never yet knew how to oppreſs the 
© Righteous, or to cut the Throats of our Neigh- 
, bours and Fellow Citizens. When firſt we enga- 
ged in War, we remember it was to protect, and 
© not to deſtroy : We have hitherto fought for Ju- 
© ſtice, for Piety, for the Defence of innocence * 


for theſe Prizes we have ſlighted all Dangers; we 


have fought for the Defence of our F aith,-which. 


' © ſhould: we have broke with God, how canſt thou, 


*:© e * that we e ſhould e 
- In ſhort, i in a of has Futte 8 me 
find Examples of Chriſtian Soldiers, 'who were as 
content and ready to die Martyrs, as any other 
Chriſtians. In Tertullian s Time, it appears; they 
were as couragious in paſſive, as active  Valour; 
And in the Perſecution of Decius, we. read of 4 


File, or, as ſome render it, a Troop of Soldiers, 


who: attending in the Court of Judicature, where 
Chriſtians were try d for their Religion, ran to the 
Bar, and cry d out, We are Chriſtians and made 
the Judges themſelves tremble. Euſabius ſaith, 


1 wy Chriſtin Soldiers went out in a Kind of Pomp 


© and State to die, and rejoic'd' at the Teſtimony 


© they were to give for the Faith.“ I could bring 
many more Examples of this Nature among the 


Chriſtian, Soldiers, but this is enough to ſnew, that 
there were Numbers of Soldiers among the primi- 


tive Chriſtians that were more than meer nominal 


Chriſtians, as this J. — ſuggeſts, Trom | 


"DEFENSIVE WAR. 


from the of | eſtimony or Practice of the tive 
Chriſtians againſt the Lawfulneſs of Defer ſive War 
be: a . Invader. 


Bur even ſuppolig that Pike of the Chriſtian Fa. | 
1ers were really of Opinion, that all War was un- 


Lf) under the Goſpel What then? Will this a- 
mount to a Proof that it really is ſo? Every Father 
the V. hath quoted, taught Docrines and held Opi- 


tions more zealouſly than he can prove they did the 
Unlawfulneſs of Defenſive War; and yet I preſume 


their Authority has no Weight with him in theſe 


E Points. St. Ambroſe maintain'd the Neceſſity of E- 


piſcopacy to the Being of a true Church, that Was 


ter Baptiſm, and the Belief of the Reſurrection of the 
ſame Body, were neceſſary to. Salvation (as did all 

the F athets he hath mentioned.) Atbenagoras main- 
tain' di the Worſhip of Angels, and that they were 
created to take Care of Things here below. He 


recommends Virgini ality, condemns ſecond Marriages, - 


5 and calls them an honourable Adulter r. 
' TERTULLIAN,' who writes more like 2 


Poet than an H iſtorian,” can hardly ever be literally 
him to appear a Wri- | 


interpreted, without maki 
ter of no good Character. He aſſerts“, That a 
Chriſtian cannot in Conſcience perform the Function 
of a Judge, nor ſerve as an Executioner of Juſtice. 


He abſolutely condemns ſecond Marriages, as being 


AdulteryF. He prohibits G to avoid Martyr- 
| dom; and chem the moſt ſtrict and frequent Faſts. 


CLEMENS ALEXANDRINUS held the 


99 . 
all WP; it 0 ended that nothing can be concluded — 


— 


abſolute Neceſſity. of Water Baptiſm, pleads that | 


*tis unlawful to fly from Perſecution, contrary to 


our Saviout's Words ; that a true Chriſtian'i is free I 


from Paſſions, even the moſt innocent Ones, except 
| ſuch as regard the Preſervation of the Body ; and 
| that the Clviſtian is the only rich Many. „ 


— 


ORIGEN 
* 9. oo. 17. © De Coren, 0 Th NI * 


ds A TREATISE on 


oo ISE N maintains, that all intelligent Being \ 


FE. and evet wall, exiſt ; that they have ba always fee t 


Good'and' Evil, and that they have been precipitated into low- 
er Places, and confin'd to Bodies for a Puniſhment of their Sinsf, 
_ to Maximilian, who, as the V. ſays ſuffered Death for 
| to bear Arms, nothing can be inferr'd from this obſcure 
Aude ce againſt the Le of the Practice; ſince, as 
Fhave ſhewn, many Chriſtians who ſuffered Death for the fake 
of their Religion did ſo. Either there might be ſome Circums 
ſtance attending his particular Caſe, which made it his Duty 7 
to refuſe it; or he may have been one of thoſe Chriſtians we 
read of, who were ſo te in their Zeal, that they ran 


üünneceffarily to Torments, and defir d rather to be c 1 


than abfolved ; and did ſeveral other Things i in which we are 
under no * to follow their Steps, nor to think that 
they Tor obliged by ap Precept of the Goſpel to act as they 
Now what I would obſerve, from what I have ſaid upon 
— Opinions of the Fathers, is this ; That if this Y. will not 
allow the Authority of theſe Fathers i 11 one Caſe; as I am pret- 
ty confident he will not, why ſhould he urge it ſo ſtrenuouſiy 
| In another? If the univerſal le of the primitive Chriſti- 
ans is not to be followed in one Cale, it cannot, if we conſider 2 
it 10 itſelf, be juſtly accounted of greater Farce i in any other. 
may juſtly be expected, that they who argue ſo ftrongly 
from their Example, according to the Account” given of it by 
0 e Antients, ſhould i imitate it in all other Inſtances recorded 
the ſame Writers, or, at leaſh, argue for the Neceſſity of ſa 
doing. Bat whilſt they acknowledge no ſuch Neceility in 
many Eh Caſes, we cannot think their bare Example to be, 
in this Caſe ouly, of great Importance, even could it be prov- 
ed. But in Truth none of the Fathers ſay any thing from 
wheace it can be ee that 251 War, a 45 by . 
rei nemy, was reckoned unlawful primitive Chriſti- 
| a ae *tis true, ſeems, in 4 Caſes, to ſp | 
| doubefally of it, not becauſe it was in itſelf unlawful, as I ob- 
ſerved above, but becayſe Chriſtian Soldiers were apt to be ex: 
poſed to ſome Actions which were not conſiſtent with their 
Chriſtian Profeſſion. Hence we find, he obj jedts in one, Place, 
That Chriſtian Soldiers were ſometimes e to ſwear 
by the Heathen Gods: Whereupon i in another Place he ar- 
goes thus; Shall, ſays he, a Chriſtian watch to guard the 
« Temples of thoſe Gods whom he hath rexiounced ? Shall he fu 
ee - they, . len forbidden to eat? 7 Shall he defend thc 
y Ni which he exorciſeth by Day “ And 
ay he adds; How many other great Gen F 


TOR PO Frans of cn: ee ur tho in 


7 mays . 


+ e may be TY 
Hp «Yom; _ military Duties, which cannot be otherwiſe i | 


e ., is; © 


. tas Places he thus ſpeaks doubtfully, yet in other 


The Fl 


1 
ſpeaks more favourably, ſo as to make it appear, that. he did. 
not underſtand it to be inconſiſtent with the Purity and Perfecti- 
on of the Chriſtian Religion. He ſpeaks of it as. 1 erous⸗ 
but not as unlawful ; and that it is ſo, I know 


will deny. Beſides, the Places I have quoted alreac Y, 5 5 


this Father ſpeaks favourably of a juſt War, in his s Idolotatria,. 
he ſays; © 1 l 

Arms, or whether Soldiers may Be admitted to Chriſtianit iy.“ 
And in his Corona Militis, after bs had diſputed a while. againſt, 
the Lawfulneſs of War, he at length ig between him 
that entered into Arms 2 he was baptized, and him that 


_ liſted himſelf after Baptiſm. * For, ay s he, their Sea - 


< is plainly otherwiſe, whe being firſt Soldiers, were 


© converted to the Faith, as theirs whom St. Toba . — 
to his Baptiſm ; or that faithful Centurion's whom Chriſt a i 


proved of, and whom St. Peer inftrufted 3. 2 
e * having orice embraced the Chriſtian Faith, a 


* up thereunto by Baptiſm z they either pra _ being, JE 


*' preſently, as ſome have done, * take ſpecial Care that t they. 
“do nothing therein that ors y. offend God. beer uh 1 evi- 
dent) that Tertullian look d upon the military Office 
8 e Nez but not as unlawful W Chriſtians e 2 

einue in Arms after Baptiſm, which certainly, would not! have; 

been permitted by him, if he had thought that all War was cons, 
trary to the Goſpel, no more than Magicians and thlayers 
were permitted after Baptiſm to retain their unlawful Profeſſi- 


ons. They who profeſs ſuch Arts as the Chriſtian Diſcipline, 


© do not allow, ſays he, are not to be admitted inte the 
© Church of Chriſt. And of the ſame Opinion were St. 4. 


uſtine and St. Cyprian, I have ſhewn above, that both St. 


17 St., 5 


Ambroſe and St. Cyprian approv'd of a juſt War, and 
Auguſtine and St. Baſil. * Good Men, ſaith the Fir 
War their Refuge z but wicked Men make it their . 5 


And the Laſt gives this Teſtimony of c db = a 5 19 


4 That their Anceſtors never 4 7 that 


Na TITEI was Forks nag one 5 that 9 5 251 "if ah ane ng: 
fo many that were great Sufferers for. Js _ 
_ prov'd Conflantine (who was turn d ( 
or that ever endeavoured' to make hi Solchen Tos al decline it ; tho 


many of them were very ſevere Diſci Giplinarians, ſparing neither 
Prince nor People, that were 1 in their Na 


is much queſtioned whether Chriſtians ns may ta take 1 


"ox making W bath 


Now 
ker the impartial Reader but confider what this 7. hath alledg- 


el from the Example and Teſtimony of the priftittive Chriſtians, - | 


40 rom — N of Dees 2 and what I ave : 


advanced 15 


er., v cin BY, e 5 


\ 


< take away the Uſe 55 £ 
8 ut E bo. th lat 8 at caunst be confitient with the Purity. an 5 5 
| | fetion' 0 Ahe Chriſtian. Relig ion And. even tho“ it in 4 : 

ar | 


E Fas thence to make any Dqubt, * Whether it be lawful 7 5 
_ - to enter into a neceſſary War for defending our Country a 


* bo 
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5 — reg oned 
ing out 4 Rücht ye) ro 


thereto and then let him — with þ 


zuld fay, © I Rat the Examples and Teſtimonies : 
The priate Chriſtians) * chat Obedience DoF Oo Opel. had 
; 8 Effect, ot only to give iftians inwar but to 


are very mog and « 00. 


doubtful, Whether theſe 580 look'd upon all W. 


5 Which, to me, it does not, yet we oußht 


'a foreign Enemy. Many of the ptimitive Fathers difallow'd ” 
ſecond Macriages, "and ſeveral other lawful Practices, as I have 
tie wn above; yet no Wiſe Man will conclude, that they are in 
” Mamſelves unlawful. For ibo the Omiſſion of ſack. Pracktess 


755 io be expedient then, and, in ſome Circumſtances, Orna- 
-+ tents of the Chriſtian Profe ion and acceptable to God ; ſuch, 
2 Celibacy i in times of 'Perſecut C 


Wa 


ck rv did Al Sort bf Wars 
l good Nen b 


af Trconven) | 


mit of any Sens rather thin: 
literal 3: much rather ſhould 1555 Phe of ſs that ae : 
urg'd againſt the "Uk of carnal Weapons in Defeace of Men 


uld be made to. deftroy that wkich is one of the main F 


of human Society. For if it be granted that the World cannot 
 ſabfiſt without Government, nor any Government Without Pro- 
tection and Pefence, which every Body but a Wild Vigonary, 
| E fac id H. rite, Will readily grant; then it is as ce 


N 


n, chat that Religion cannot he Good, which tesches ſug 


Doctrines, Which, if followed, thro' their native 5 . 
es, will vil dere all Gove: ent, and turn human Society into 
Field of Blood. And the refs re. IL. conclude, thi" every ſuch, * 
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